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By the Chief, Mass Mec111 Bureau:

I. On Iu Iy 8. 1993. I petition on behalf of Central
Missouri Stale Universlly, licensee of Station XMOS-TV
(Educ., Ch. 6). Sedalu, Mwourl, W&5 filed with the Com­
mlalion clalm!na tMt Oou,lu Clbl. Communications
("DoueJu"), operator of I cable televillon system servin,
Deepwater. Missouri. had declined to carry tt\e Itltion,
even thou&h the Grade B contour of ICMOS-TV oncom­
passe, the systenu's prineipal headend at north latltu.de
93°46':2" and 'Mest loncilude 38°15'38", Ind thl atation is
therefore a "local" sianll wllhin the meanin, of 15 of the
Cable TeleVision Consumer Protection and Competition
Aa or 1992. Pub. L. No. 102·385, 106 Stat. 1460 (1992).
KMOS·TV re'llolestS thlt the Commission not only order
DOIol,'I' to carry its Slrnal, but also order thlt the SYSlem
carry it on channel 6. the channel on which it broadcuts
over-th'-lir. No opposillon 10 thLs petition has been nled,l

2. feMOS-TV', petition utlblishes that it is tntitled to
camace on the Deepwlter cable system, and It has reo
qUilted carria.e on itS oyer-the-air broldcast chlnnel. IS it
is permitlcd 10 do under '5 of the 1992 Clble Act. Since
no olher pleadinp hlYC b~n tiled In this mauer, the
complalnttUed July 8. 1993. by Centrll Miuouti State
Uniyersity IS CRANTED. In accordance with 1615(j)(3)
(47 U.S.C. 535) of tn. Communications Act of 1934. IS
amended. Ind OO~eJlS Cable Communications IS OR.
DERED to commenct CIrri.,. of leMOS-TV on cable
ehanntl 6 fony-.ix (~) dlY' from tne reiWI date 0' lilis
O,fl,r. Thi. letion it &lken by lbt Chief, MIll Medii
Bureau, pl.Lrsuant to IUlhority d.leplld by '0.283 of Ole
Commi.ulon'sRllla.

I On "pril •• 1993. lhe Unit.d StateS Diltriel Co'ln of lbe
Diltrlcl of Columbia Iuued I decision in Ih. Iitlptioll UlV01YiA,
T"""" 'rOlde,"i", S"""" 1M.. " II..... "IU,., CO'""IWUC'­
IiDIU CDIMJUrio'l. eMI Aedon No. 92·22.7 (D.D.C. April ..

1

1993). wbictl uphel~ tJle proviliolU of tbe 1992 Cabl. ACt tbat
Ilad been cbllJ'!lp~ U Yioillill' plaintiffs' con.thutional rilbu
Ind ttrminaltd the 120 ctay SM,.tUwl O,d" previou,ly dlu.d in
tltll CIII.
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Roy J. Stewart
Chief, Mass Media Bureau

foIEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: October 12. 1993; Released: November 1. 1993

By the Chief, Mass Media Bureau:

I. On July 8. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
Missouri State University. li~ensee of Station KMOS-TV
lEduc., Ch. 6). Sedalia, Missouri. was filed with the Com­
mission claiming that Douglas Cable Communications
("Douglas"). operator of a cable television system serving
Gilliam. Missouri. had deClined to carry the station. even
though the Grade B contour of K.'AOS-TV encompasc;es the
system's principal headend at north latitude 93°00'16" and
west longitude 39°14'00", and the station is therefore a
"local" signal within the meaning of §5 of the Cable Tele­
vision Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992,
Pub. L. !'Io. 101·385, 106 Stat. 1~60 (1992). KMOS-TV
requests that the Commission not only order Douglas to
carry its signal. but also order that the system carry it on
channel 6. the channel on which it broadcasts over-the-air .

. No opposition to this petition has been filed.'
:2. KMOS-TV's petition establishes that it is entitled to

carriage on the Gilliam cable system, and it has requested
carriage on its o\ler-the-air broadcast channel. as it is
permitted to do under §5 of the 1992 Cable Act. Since no
other pleadings have been filed in this matter. the com­
plaint filed July 8. 1993. by Central Missouri State Univer­
sity IS GRANTED. in accordance with §61S(j)(31 {~i

U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934, as amend­
ed. and Douglas Cable Communications IS ORDERED to
commence carriage of KMOS-T\I on cable channel 6 forty­
six (46) days from the release date of this Ordtr. This
action is taken by the Chief. Mass Media Bureau. pursuant
to authority delegated by 10.:183 of the Commission's
Rules.

I On April 8, IQQ3. the Unil~ Statrs District Court or the
District or Columbia issued a decision in the litiption involvin&
1","l:r S,oGdctUU"B Synt,". l"c.. tl al.. II. Ftderal Co,"mllllica­
"OIlS Co".".iJsiort. Civil Action No. q:Z-22~; (D.D.C. April 8.

1

lQQ3). which upheld the provisions or the IqQ~ Cable ACt thaI
had been challenlcd lIS viohnin. pl:linliFfs' constilutional rillhts
:lnd terminated the I:!O day SlGNtstiU Order previously issued in
this CllSC.
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In re:

Complaint ot Central Mi",ouri
Slate Univenity against
Douglas Cable CommunitatiolU

Request for Carnale

CSR-3923-M
M00827

Roy J. Stewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted:.Qctober 20. 1993; Reieued: November '. 1993

By the Chief. Mass Me~la Bureau:

I. On July 13. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
Miuouri State University, ticeluec of Station KMOS-TV
lEduc.. Ch. 6). Sedali., Miuouri. was filed with the Com­
mis.sion claiming that Doullas' Cable Communications
("OouCI&a'), operator of • cable television system serving
Corder. Misaouri, had declined to carry the stltion. oven
Ihough the Grade B contour of KMOS-TV enc:omp'5Iu the
systems's principal hcadcnd It nonll latitude 93°38'26" and
west longitude 3~OS'S4" Ind tho station Is therefore a
"local" signal within the meaning or IS of lhe Cable Tole­
vision Conlumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992,
Pub. L. No. I02·38S. 106 SlIt. \460 (1992). KMOS-TV
requests that the Commission not only order Douglas 10

carry its stinal, bUI also order that the system carry it on
channel 6. Ihe channel on which it bro,dc:a51S over·the-air.
No opposition to this pelilion has been f1led. t

2. KMOS-TV's petition establishes lh't it is entitled to
carrlaae on the Corder cable syslem. and it has requ.ested
carriage on itS over-the-air broadcast channel. all it is
permiltcd 10 do under Section S of the 1992 Cable Act.
Since no other plaadings have been filed in thIs matter. lhe
complaint ftIcd July 8. 19Q3. by Central Missouri State
University IS CRANTED. In accordance with 16150)(3)
(47 US.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934, as
.mended. and Oouelas Cable Communications IS OR­
DERED to commence carriace of ·KMOS·TV on cable
channel 6 forty-,iic (461 dlY. from lhe relcUe date of thi,
O,der. This ICllon is tlken by the Chief, Mass Media
Bureau. pumtlnt 10 authority delepted by 10.283 of the
Commi$5ion', Rules.

I On "'~nt ~. 1~3. the Uniled !i~lf. Ditlricl Coun of lhe
OiStri't or Columbia ilSuell ~ decision it! tht liliSAlion involvi"l
TlmUlr Sro.rlCGstllll 5,l1f.... Illc.. WI III.• Y. Frtt"al CO"''''lU\i,.­
"0111 ("",,,,iniD'I. Civil "'clion No. Q2·%:!.7 (D.O.C. April H.

1

lIN). which upheld lhe provltlo", of 1he IQO, ~ble Ac;t ll\:lt
hod bttn ,hAllenled u vioillina pl:ljnliffs' CO~Jlltullonlll rillhls
and terminaled lhe 120 Gay SrlJl\{ulUl O,df' previously issued In
111lt COS••



Federal Communications Commission DA 93-1571

MEMORASDl~1 OPI!'lOS ASD ORDER

By the Chief. Mass \te~ia Bureau

Berore the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington. D.C. 20554

1. On July 8. 19Q3. a petition on behalf of Central
Missouri Stale L'nl\ersily. licensee of Stalion KMOS·TV
lEduc.• Ch. b). Sedalia. Missouri. ",as filed "'ith the Com·
mission claiming that Friendship Cable of \tissouri
."Friendship"). operator of a cable tele\ision system servo
ing Greenview. Missouri. had declined 10 carry the station.
even though the Grade B contour of KMOS-TV encom·
passes the system's principal headend al Greenview' an~ is
therefore a "local" signal within the meaning of Section 5
of the Cable Tdc\'ision Consumer Protection and Competi.
tion Act of 199:2. Pub. L. :"0. 10:!·385. lOb Stat. l~bO

t i99:2). K~tOS·TV requests thaI the Commission not only
order Friend-hip to carry its ~iJnal on the cable system.
but also order I hat Ihe S\~lem earn' it on Channel b. the
channel on .....·hich it broadcasts o\er=the·air.

:2. On August 5. 1993. Friendship filed an opposition to
this complaint. in ..... hich it ackno", ledges Ihal K~tOS·TV
meets the 199:! Cable Act's tests as a qualified ~CE ~tation.

because the system is on the edge of K\tOS·TV·s Grade B
contour and located v.ilhin 50 miles of Sellalia. Hov.e\er.
Friendship contends Ihal K\105·TV failed to lleli\er a
good qua lily signal 10 its headend. It argues. therefore. that
it is nOI required to carry KMOS·TV·s signal. pursuant 10
~clion b15(g)H) of the 199:2 Cable Act. In SUppI.Ht of its
contention. Friendship submits a statement by its field
service engineer. Bob Green. that indicates Ihat KMOS·TV
delivers an off·air signal to Friendship's headend processing
equipment at Greenviev.. that is ~dBm. Accordingly.
Friendship asserts that KM05-TV does not quahfy for car·
riage on its system ser\'ing Green\ie...·. and that its re~uest

for carriage should he dismissed.
3. On September 7. lQQ3. K\tOS·TV filed a respon~e to

Friendship's opposition to its complaint. In its response.
KMOS·TV ~tates thaI as of September 1. 19Q3. it has failed
,0 recei\e a response from Friend!lhip regarding it~ re~uest

of June 3. lQQ3. to he furnished "'ith informati,')n regard·

ing its geographical coordinates and the nfr·alr broactca~t
stalions carrie~1 upon its S)Slem serving Green\iew. In the
absence of Ihis information. K\tOS·TV states that it has
attempled to analyl.e the data submiued hy Friendship and
feels that the field survey analysis sur\ey' it submilled is. at
be~t. incomplete. Further. KMOS·TV argues that Friend·
ship has not shown that it co.nducted the field analysis lests
in accordance with the practices that the cable syslem uses
to receive and process other off·air stations v.hich are
currentl\ being carried. KMOS·TV stales that il is probable
that different engineering practices "'ere used to test and
process the reception level of its signal. noting Ihal th«
anlenna was put on a forty·foot tower and that the field
surve\' ..".as not dated and did not indicale the orientatior
of the reception antenna for KMOS·TV·s signal. and Iha
there ..... ere no periodic measurements of the signal.

4. Friendship's objection concerning KM05·TV·s signa
slrength does not folio.....· generall~.. acceptable engineerin;
practices to determine ",hat constitutes a good quality sil
nal. Allhough the 199:2 Cable Act failed 10 SCI a standarl
for noncommercial educational (":";CE"I slat ions. it di·
adopt a standard for determining the a\ailability of "H'
and UHF commercial stations at a cable s\stem's headen,
To establish the availability of a VHF commercial station
signal. the 19Q:! Cable Act ~t out a standard of ·~9 dBm l

a cable system's headend. A standard of -~5 dBm WI
established for t.:HF commercial stations ~i&nals. Sin,
these standards address the issue of a\ailabilil\ of a station
signal. consistent with Congress' guidance v.:ith respect 1
VHF and L'HF commercial station a\ailability. we see r
reason not to utilil.C the same standards as primJJ fQcie tes
to initially determine whether a :--;CE mtion provides
cable syslem ""ith a good quality signal. Generally. if II
test results for VHF stations are less Ihan ·55 dBm. ~

belie\e that at least four readings must be lak.en over a tv
hour period. Where the initial readings are between .~

dBm and ·~9 dBm. inclusive. we belie\e thai the readin
should be taken o\er a :2~·hour period. ",jth measure mer
no more than four hours apan 10 establi~h reliable II
results.! In addilion to the information required hy 0

rules to be furnished to Ihe affected slation ",hen there is
dispule O\'er si,.nal le\el measurements.) cahle operators a
expected to employ sound engineering. measurement pre
tices. Therefore. signal strength sur\e~, ~hould. at a mil
mum. include the following: 11 specific make and mo,
numbers of the equipment used. as ""ell as its age and ml
recent date(s) of calibration: 2) description(s) of Ihe ch
acteristics of the equipment used such as antenna ranI
and radiation patterns: 3) height of the anlenna abc
cround le\'el and ...·hether the anlenna was properly 0
ented: and ~) weather conditions and time of dl\ ",hen t
tests ""ere done. When measured against Ihese crileria.
conclude that the information submiued b\ Friendship
insufficient to demonstrate that K\10S·T\'- does not p
\ide a good quality· signal to the cahle s~stems' princi
headend.

CSR·3951·M
~t00911

Released: January 25. 1994

Request for Carriage

In re:

Complaint of Cenlral Missouri
Stale L'ni\'ersity against
Friendship Cable of Missouri

Adopted: ~ember 13.1993;

I ""e nOIf that Friendship h:as not providrd ils headend coordi­
n:ates 10 K~IOS·TV as required b) ~Ction ~tl.~ll(bll)( the Rules.
despite K~IOS-TV's Irller of Orcembrr 2~. IQCl2 rrqurstin, car·
rial'. M such. "'e accepl pelilioner's conclusion thaI Friend­
ship's hradend for this s~.,trm is localfd 31 (;rtrn\·ie",. \Iissouri.
.: Gfnerall~. if Ihe test results for L:HF stalions are le~\ Ih3n

-51 dBm ...·f belie"f that at lust four rr:ldin~ must be 13kl
over a t"'·o hour period. Where the inilial rndings are bel",rl
·~I dBm and .00Q dBm. inclusive. Vo'e believe Ih:al Ihe readifl
should be taken o\er a 201 hour period '" ith mr:lsurrmrnlS n
more th:an four hours apart to establish reliablr IrSI resullS.
J Su '~fl.t11 of Ihe Commission', Rules.

1



DA 94-477 Federal Communications Commission

47 C.F.R. § 76.55(b). CMSU has stated its belief that
KMOS-TV meets the definition of local. Further, Friend­
ship Cable notes that although it initially determined that
Niangua Bridge's reference point was not within 50 miles
of the cable system's principal headend, it later concluded
that its cable system is "on the edge" of KMOS-TV's Grade
B contour and the 50-mile zone.·

8. We find that Friendship Cable has not met its burden
of demonstrating the lack of a good quality signal because
it has not shown that it has used standard engineering
practices. To determine whether a certain level of signal is
present, it is necessary to submit a series of measurements,
not just one. Generally, if the test results are less than -55
dBm for a VHF station, at least four readings must be
taken over a two-hour period. Where the initial readings
are between -55 dBm and -49 dBm, inclusive, the readings
should be taken over a 24-hour period, with measurements
no more than 4 hours apart to establish reliable test results.
In addition to the information required by our rules to be
furnished to the affected station when there is a dispute
over signal level measurements, see 47 C.F.R. § 76.61,
cable operators are expected to employ sound engineering
measurement practices. Signal strength surveys, therefore,
should include, at a minimum, the following: 1) specific
make and model numbers of the equipment used, as well
as its age and most recent date(s) of calibration; 2) descrip­
lion(s) of the characteristics of the equipment used, such as
antenna ranges and radiation patterns; 3) height of the
antenna above ground level and whether the antenna was
properly oriented; and 4) weather conditions and time of
day when the tests where done. When measured against
these criteria, the data submitted by Friendship Cable is
insufficient to demonstrate that KMOS-TV's signal is not of
"good quality" at the cable system's headend. See, e.g.,
Complaim of Channel 5 Public Broadcasting, Tnc. against
WeslSlar Cable, CSR-3799-M, DA-93-896 (released July 23,
1993).

9. CMSU has submitted a December 23, 1992 letter
which it sent to Friendship Cable requesting carriage on
Channel 6. According to Section 615(g)(5), a qualified
local noncommercial educational station carried pursuant
to must-carry requirements must appear on the cable sys­
tem channel number on which it is broadcast over-the-air.
or on the channel on which it was carried on July 19,
1985, at the election of the station. or on such other
channel as is mutually agreed upon by the stalion and the
cable operator. 47 U.s.c. § 535(g)(5); 47 C.F.R. § 76.57(b).
Because CMSU has elected that KMOS-TV be carried on
its over-the-air channel, Channel 6. we will grant its re­
quest that the Commission order Friendship Cable to carry
KMOS-TV on Channel 6.

10. In view of the above, the complaint filed on July 8,
1993 by Central Missouri State University, licensee of
KMOS-TV. Sedalia, Missouri (CSR·396o-M) IS GRANTED,
in accordance with Section 615(j)(3) of the Communica­
tions Act of 1934. as amended, (47 U.S.c. § 535). Further·
more, Friendship Cable of Missouri IS ORDERED to
commence carriage of KMOS·TV on Channel 6 within
forty-five (45) days from the release date of this Order on
its system serving Niangua Bridge, Missouri; unless Friend-

• Friendship Cable apparently does not displlte that KMOS­
TV's Grade B service contollr encompasses the principal
headend of the cable system.
S We believe that 15 days is sufficient time for Friendship

2

Ship Cable submits, to the Commission and 10 CMSU,
within fifteen (IS) days of the release date of this Order. the
engineering data required herein to support Friendship
Cable's assertion of poor signal qualitl from KMOS-TV at
Friendship Cable's principal headend. This action is taken
by the Deputy Chief, Cable Services Bureau, pursuant to
authority delegated by Section 0.321 of the Commission's
rules, 47 C.F.R. § 0.321.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

William H. Johnson
Deputy Chief. Cable Services Bureau

cable to perform the required tests. Guidance regarding what
constitlltes standard engineering practices has been available
since July 23, 1993. See Channel 5 PubUc BroadcaSlil'lg, inc.,
supra.



Federal Communications Commission DA 94-550

~IEMORASDL'M OPISIOS ASD ORDER

By rhe Chief. Cable Services Bureau

-
Before the

Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

1. On July 8. lQQ3. a petition on hehalf of Central
Missouri State Uni\·ersity. licensee of Station KMOS-TV
lEduc.. Ch. 6). Sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the Com­
mission claiming that Friendship Cable of Missouri
("Friendship"). operator of a cable television system serv­
ing Climax Springs/Coffman Bend. Missouri. had declined
ro carry the station. even rho ugh the Grade B contour of
KMOS-TV encompases the system's principal headend at
Climax Springs/Coffman Bend l and is therefore a "local"
:ignal v•.-ithin the meaning of §5 of the Cable Television
;onsumer Prolection and Cl)mpetition Act of lQQ:::!. Pub,

·L. No, lO:::!-385. 106 Stat. 1460 I IQ9~). KMOS-TV requests
rhat the Commission not onl)' order Friendship to carry its
signal on the cable system. but also order that the system
carry it on Channel 6. the channel on which it broadcasts
over-the-air.

2. On August S. 1993. Friendship filed an opposition to
this complaint. in which it acknowledges that KMOS-TV
meets the 1992 Cable Act's tests as a qualified :"CE station.
because the system is on the edge of KMOS-TV's Grade B
contour and localed within 50 miles of Sedalia. However.
Friendship contends that KMOS-TV failed to deliver a
rood quality signal to its headend. It argues. therefore. ti'\at
it is not required to carry KMOS·TV·s signal. pursuant to
16IS(g)(4) of the lQQ:::! Cable Act. In support of its comen­
tion. Friendship submits a statement by irs field service
engineer, Bob Green. that indicates that KMOS-TV delivers
an off-air signal to Friendship's headend processing equip­
ment at Coffman Bend that is -~dBmVI-S3dBm). Accord­
ingly. Friendship asserts that KMOS-TV does not qualify
for carriage on its system sen'ing Climax Springs/Coffman
Bend. and that its request for carriage should be dismissed.

3. Friendship's objection concerning KMOS-TV's signal
~trength doe~ not follow generally acceptable engineering
practices to determine \A.'hat constitutes a good' qualily sig­
nal. Although the 199::! Cable Act failed to set a standard
for noncommercial educational ("SCE") stations. it did

FEDERAL COMMUNICATlO!'liS COMMISSIO:-';

William H. Johnson
Deputy Chief. Cable Sen-ices Bureau

adopt a standard for determining Ihe availability of VHF
and UHF commercial stations at a cable system's headend.
To establish the availability of a VHF commercial station's
signal. the 19Q2 Cable Act set out a standard of -49dBm at
a cable svstem's headend. A standard of -45dBm was estah­
lished for UHF commercial stations signals. Since these
standards address the issue of a\'ailabilil\' of a station's
signal. consistent with Congress' guidance" v.;ith respect to
VHF and L'HF commercial Station a'failability. we see no
reason not 10 utilize the same standards as prima facie tests
10 inilially determine \A.hether a :'-iCE station provides a
cable s~'stem with a good quality signal. Generally. if (he
test results for VHF stations are less than -S5dBm. we
belie\e that at least four readings must be laken o\er a two
hour period. Where the initial readings are bet .....een
-55dBm and -49dBm. inclusive. we believe that the read­
ings should be taken over a :24-hour period. with measure­
ments no more than four hours apart to establish reliable
test resu Its.

-l. In addition to the information required by our rules
10 be furnished to the affected station when there is a
dispute o\'er signal level measurements.~ cable operators are
expected to employ sound engineering measurement prac­
tices. Therefore. signal strength surveys should. at a mini­
mum. include the follo ..... ing: 1) specific make and model
numbers of the equipment used. as well as its age and most
recent datelS) of calibralion;2) description(s) of the char­
acteristics of the equipment used such as antenna ranges
and radiation patterns: 3) height of the antenna above
ground level and whether the antenna was properly ori­
ented: and ~) weather conditions and time of da)' \A.·hen the
tests "'ere done. When measured against these criteria. we
conclude that the information submilted hy Friendship is
insufficient to demonstrate that KMOS-TV does not pro­
vide a good quality signal to the cable s}stem's principal
headend.

S. Accordingly. the complaint filed July 8. 1993. by
Cenlral ~issouri State lini\ersit" IS GRANTED in accor­
dance wilh §61Slj)(3) (~i t:,S.C"~S35) of the Communica­
rions Act of 193~. as amended. and Friendship Cahle of
Missouri IS ORDERED to commence carriage of Station
K\01 OS-TV. Sedalia. \fissouri. on channel 6 on its cable
tele\'ision system sen'ing Climax Springs:Coffman Bend.
Missouri. forty-five HS I days from the release date of this
Order unless Friendship submits the engineering data re­
quired herein to support its assertion of poor signal quality
at its principal headend. This action is taken by the Chief.
Cable Services Bureau. pursuant. to authority delegated by
§O.3:21 of the Commission's Rules.

CSR·3q5~-M

Released: June 15.1994

Request for Carriage

In re:

Complaint of Central Missouri
State Unh.-ersity against
Friendship Cable of Missouri

Adopted: May 5, 1994;

I we nOle th:u Friendship has nOI prO\ided its he:ldend co­
ordin:lles to KMOS·TV :IS required b~ fin.5l(lb) of the Rules.

/' despite KMOS·T\"s leller of December 1~. IQQ1 requesting. car­
ria~'e. As such. "..e accepl petitioner's conclusion Ihal Friend·

ship's headend for this system is located at Climax Sprin~s.

Missouri.
~ Su f7b.nl of the Commission's Rules.

1



Federal Communications Commission DA-94-502

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

By the Chief, Cable Services Bureau

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

1. On July 8. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
Missouri State University, licensee of Station KMOS-TV
(Educ., Ch. 6). Sedalia. Missouri, was filed with the Com­
mission claiming that Friendship Cable of Missouri
("Friendship"). operator of a cable television system serv­
ing Ivy Bend, Missouri, had declined to carry. the station.
even though the Grade B contour of KMOS-TV encom­
passes the system's principal headend at Ivy Bend l and is
therefore a "local" signal within the meaning of §5 of the
Cable Television Consumer Protection and Competition
Act of 1992. Pub. L. No. 102-385. 106 Stat. 1460 (1992).
KMOS-TV requests that the Commission not only order
Friendship to carry its signal on the cable system. but also
order that the system carry it on Channel 6. the channel
on which it broadcasts over·the-air.

2. On August 5, 1993. Friendship filed an opposition to
this complaint. in which it acknowledges that KMOS-TV
meets the 1992 Cable Act's tests as a qualified NCE station.
because the system is on the edge of KMOS-TV's Grade B
contour and located within 50 miles of Sedalia. However.
Friendship contends that KMOS-TV failed to deliver a
good quality signal to its headend. It argues. therefore. that
it is not required to carry KMOS·TV·s signal, pursuanJ to
§615(g)(4) of the 1992 Cable Act. In support of its conten­
tion. Friendship submits a statement by its field service
engineer. Bob Green, that indicates that KMOS-TV delivers
an off·air signal to Friendship's headend processing equip­
ment at Ivy Bend that is -2dBmV(-51dBm). Accordingly.
Friendship asserts that KMOS-TV does not qualify for car­
riage on its system serving Ivy Bend, and that its request
for carriage should be dismissed.

3. Friendship's objection concerning KMOS-TV's signal
strength does not follow generally acceptable engineering
practices to determine what constitutes a good quality sig­
nal. Although the 1992 Cable Act failed to set a standard
for noncommercial educational ("NCE") stations. it did
adopt a standard for determining the availabilty of VHF
and UHF commercial stations at a cable system's headend.

FEDERAL COMMUNICAnONS COMMISSION

William H. Johnson

Deputy Chief, Cable Services Bureau

To establish the availability of a VHF commercial station's
signal. the 1992 Cable Act set out a standard of -49 dBm at
a cable system's headend. A standard of -45 dBm was
established for UHF commercial stations signals. Since
these standards address the issue of availability of a station's
signal. consistent with Congress' guidance with respect to
VHF and UHF commercial station availability, we see no
reason not to utilize the same standards as prima facie tests
to initially determine whether a NCE station provides a
cable system with a good quality signal. Generally, if the
test results for VHF stations are less than -55 dBm, we
believe that at least four readings must be taken over a two
hour period. Where the initial readings are between -55
dBm and -49 dBm, inclusive, we believe that the readings
should be taken over a 24-hour period, with measurements
no more than four hours apart to establish reliable test
results.

4. In addition to the information required by our rules
to be furnished to the affected station when there is a
dispute over signal level measurements.2 cable operators are
expected to employ sound engineering measurement prac­
tices. Therefore. signal strength surveys should, at a mini­
mum, include the following: 1) specific make and model
numbers of the equipment used. as well as its age and most
recent date(s) of calibration; 2) description(s) of the char­
acteristics of the equipment used such as antenna ranges
and radiation pallerns; 3) height of the antenna above
ground level and whether the antenna was properly ori­
ented; and 4) weather conditions and time of day when the
tests were done. When measured against these criteria. we
conclude that the information submitted by Friendship is
insufficient to demonstrate that KMOS-TV does not pro­
vide a good quality signal to the cable system's principal
headend.

5. Accordingly. the complaint filed July 8. 1993. by
Central Missouri State University IS GRANTED in accor­
dance with §615Q)(3)(47 U.S.c. §535) of the Communica­
tions Act of 1934, as amended, and Friendship Cable of
Missouri IS ORDERED to commence carriage of Station
KMOS-TV, Sedalia. Missouri, on channel 6 on its cable
television system serving Ivy Bend, Missouri. forty-five (45)
days from the release date of this Order unless Friendship
submits the engineering data required herein to support its
assertion of poor signal quality at its principal headend.
This action is taken by the Chief. Cable Services Bureau,
pursuant to authority delegated by §O.321 of the Commis­
sion's Rules.

CSR·3953·M
M00928

Released: May 31, 1994

In re:

Request for Carriage

Complaint of Central Missouri
State University against
Friendship Cable of Missouri

Adopted: May 5, 1994;

I We note that Friendship has not provided its headend coordi­
nates to KMOS·TV as required by 176.S8(b) of the Rules,
despite KMOS'TV's letter or December 23, lC}q2 requesting car·

riage. As such. we accept petitioner's conclusion that Friend­
ship's headend ror this system is located at Ivy Bend. Missouri.
2 See 176.61 or the Commission's Rules.
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Federal Communications Commission DA 93-1569

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

By the Chief, Mass Media Bureau

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

1. On JUly 8, 1993, a petition on behalf of Central
Missouri State University, licensee of Station KMOS-TV
(Educ.. Ch. 6). Sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the Com­
mission claiming that Friendship Cable of Missouri
("Friendship"), operator of a cable television system serv­
ing Roach. Missouri. had declined to carry the station,
even though lhe Grade B contour of KMOS-TV encom­
passes the system's principal headend at Roach I and is
therefore a "local" signal within the meaning of Section 5
of the Cable Television Consumer Protection and Competi­
tion Act of 1992. Pub. L. No. 102-385. 106 Stat. 1460
(992). KMOS-TV requests that the Commission not only
order Friendship to carry its signal on the cable system,
but also order that the system carry it on Channel 6, the
channel on which it broadcasts over-the-air.

2. On August 5. 1993, Friendship filed an opposition to
this complaint. in which il acknowledges that KMOS-TV
meets the 1992 Cable Act's tests as a qualified NCE station,
because the system is on the edge of KMOS-TV's Grade .8
contour and located within 50 miles of Sedalia. However,
Friendship contends that KMOS-TV failed to deliver a
good quality signal to its headend. It argues. therefore. ~that
it is not required to carry KMOS-TV's signal, pursuant to
Section 6l5(g)( 4) of the 1992 Cable Act. In support of its
contention. Friendship submits a statement by its field
service engineer, Bob Green, that indicates that KMOS-TV
delivers an off-air signal to Friendship's headend processing
equipment at Roach that is -8dBm. Accordingly, Friend­
ship asserts that KMOS-TV does not qualify for carriage on
its system serving Roach. and that its request for carriage
should be dismissed.

3. On September 7. 1993, KMOS-TV filed a response to
Friendship's opposition to its complaint. In its response,
KMOS-TV states that as of September I, 1993, it has failed
to receive a response from Friendship regarding its request

of June 3, 1993, to be furnished with information regard­
ing its geographical coordinates and the off-air broadcast
stations carried upon its system serving Roach. In the
absence of this information, KMOS-TV states that it has
attempted to analyse the data submitted by Friendship and
feels that the field survey analysis survey it submitted is, at
best, incomplete. Further, KMOS-TV argues that Friend­
ship has not shown that it conducted the field analyis tests
in accordance with the practices that the cable system uses
to receive and process other off-air stations which are
currently being carried. KMOS-TV states that it is probable
that different engineering practices were used to test and
process the reception level of its signal, noting that the
antenna was put on a forty-foot tower and that the field
survey was not dated and did not indicate the orientation
of the reception antenna for KMOS-TV's signal, and that
there were no periodic measurements of the signal.

4. Friendship's objection concerning KMOS-TV's signal
strength does not follow generally acceptable engineering
practices to determine what constitutes a good quality sig­
nal. Although the 1992 Cable Act failed to set a standard
for noncommercial educational ("NCE") stations, it did
adopt a standard for determining the availabilty of VHF
and UHF commercial stations at a cable system's headend.
To establish the availability of a VHF commercial station's
signal. the 1992 Cable Act set out a standard of -49 dBm at
a cable system's headend. A standard of -45 dBm was
established for UHF commercial stations signals. Since
these standards address the issue of availability of a station's
signal. consistent with Congress' guidance with respect to
VHF and UHF commercial station availability. we see no
reason not to utilize the same standards as prima facie tests
to initially determine whether a NCE station provides a
cable system with a good quality signal. Generally. if the
test results for VHF stations are less than ·55 dBm, we
believe that at least four readings must be taken over a two
hour period. Where the initial readings are between ·55
dBm and -49 dBm, inclusive, we believe that the readings
should be taken over a 24-hour period. with measurements
no more than four hours apart to establish reliable test
results. 2 In addition to the information required by our
rules to be furnished to the affected station when there is a
dispute over signal level measurements,3 cable operators are
expected to employ sound engineering measurement prac­
tices. Therefore, signal strength surveys should. at a mini­
mum. include the foHowing: 1) specific make and model
numbers of the equipment used, as well as its age and most
recent date(s) of calibration: 2) description(s) of the char­
acteristics of the equipment used such as antenna ranges
and radiation patterns; 3) height of the antenna above
ground level and whether the antenna was properly ori­
ented; and 4) weather conditions and time of day when the
tests were done. When measured against these criteria. we
conclude that the information submitted by Friendship is
insufficient to demonstrate that KMOS·TV does not pro­
vide a good quality signal to the cable systems' principal
headend.

CSR-3954-M

Released: January 18, 1994

Request for Carriage

In re:

Complaint of Central Missouri
State University against
Friendship Cable of Missouri

Adopted: December 13, 1993;

I We note thaI Friendship has not provided its headend coordi­
nates to KMOS-TV as required by Section 76.S8tb) of the Rules.
despite KMOSTV's leller of December 23, 1992 requesting car­
riage. As such. we accept petitioner'S conclusion that Friend­
ship's headend for this syslem is located at Roach, Missouri.
2 Generally, if the test results for UHF stations ar.e less than

-51 dBm we believe that at least four readings must be laken
over a two hour period. Where the initial readings are between
-51 dBm and -49 dBm. inclusive, we believe that the readings
should be taken over a 24 hour period with measurements flOt
more than four hours apan to establish reliable test resuhs.
3 See 176.61 of the Commission's Rules.
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5. Accordingly, the complaint filed July 1, 1993, by
Central Missouri State University IS GRANTED in accor­
dance with §615G)(3)(47 U.S£. §535) of the Communica­
tions Act of 1934, as amended, and Friendship Cable of
Missouri IS ORDERED to commence carriage of Station
KMOS-TV, Sedalia, Missouri, on channel 6 on its cable
television system serving Roach, Missouri, forty-five (45)
days from the release date of this Order unless Friendship
submits the engineering data required herein to support its
assertion of poor signal quality at its principal headend.
This action is taken by the Chief, Mass Media Bureau,
pursuant to authority delegated by §O.283 of the Commis­
sion's Rules.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Roy J. Stewart
Chief, Mass Media Bureau

./
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Federal Communications Commission

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington. D.C. 20554

In re:

DA 93-1484

Complaint of Central Missouri
State University against
Douglas Cable Communications

Request for Carriage

CSR-3955-M
M00828

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: December 6, 1993; Released: January 18, 1994

By the Chief, Mass Media Bureau

1. On July 1. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
Missouri State University. licensee of Station KMOS-TV
(Educ.. Ch. 6). Sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the Com­
mission claiming that Douglas Cable Communications
("Douglas"), operator of a cable television system serving
Emma, Missouri had declined to carry the station. even
though the Grade B contour of KMOS-TV encompasses the
system's headend located at North latitude 93°29'*0" and
West longitude 38°58'18" and is therefore a "local" signal
within the meaning of §5 of the Cable Television Con­
sumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992, Pub. L.
No. 102-385. 106 Stat. 1460 (1992). KMOS-TV requests that
the Commission not only order Douglas to carry its signal.
but also order that the system carry it on channel 6, the
channel on which it broadcasts over-the-air. No opposition
to this petition has been filed.

2. KMOS-TV's petition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Emma cable system. and it has requested
carriage of its over-the-air broadcast channel. as it is
permitted to do under §5 of the 1992 Cable Act. Since no
other pleadings have been filed in this matter, the com­
plaint filed July 1. 1993. by Central Missouri State Univer­
sity IS GRANTED, in accordance with §615(j)(3)A*7
li.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934. as amend­
ed. and Douglas Cable Communications IS ORDERED to
commence carriage of KMOS·TV on cable channel 6 forty­
five days (45) from the release of this Order. This action is
taken by the Chief. Mass Media Bureau, pursuant to au­
thority delegated by §0.283 of the Commission's Rules.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Roy J. Stewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau
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Federal Communications Commission DA 93-1407

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

1. On July 8. 1993. Central Missouri State Uni"'ersitv
C'CMSU"). licensee of KMOS-TV. Sedalia, Missouri. filed a
complaint against Douglas Cable Communications ("Doug­
las Cable"). pursuant to 1615 of the Communications Act,
47 U.S.c. §53~. CMSU requests that the Commission order
Douglas Cable to carry KMOS-TV on Douglas Cable's ca­
ble system ser-.ing Montrose, Missouri. and that KMOS-TV
be carried on Channel 6.

1. Section 615 of the Communications Act of 1934. as
:mended. requires a cable system to carry the signals of
-lualified local noncommercial educational television sta­
tions. See 47 U.S.c. §535. A television station that is li­
censed by the Commission as a noncommercial educational
television station and is owned and operated by a public
agency. nonprofit foundation. corporation or association
that is eligible to receive a community service grant from
the Corporation for Public Broadcasting will be considered
a qualified noncommercial educational television station.
See 47 U.s.c. §535(l)( Il(A): 47 CF.R. §i6.55(a)( I). A
qualified noncommercial educational television station
"'hose Grade B service contour encompasses the principal
headend of the cable system will be considered local.. Su
~7 U.S.c. §535(1l(2)(Al: 47 CF.R. 176.SS(b)(2). /

3. CMSU contends that KMOS-TV is a qualified local
noncommercial educational television station and therefore
it has the right to carriage on Douglas Cable's Montrose.
Missouri. cable system. We agree. CMSU has presented the
foHowing evidence with respect to KMOS-TV; KMOS-TV is
licensed as a noncommercial television station: it is owned
by the Board of Regents at Cemral Missouri State Univer­
sity. a public agency operating under the laws of the state
of Missouri: it is eligible to receive a community sen'ice
grant from the Corporation for Public Broadcasting. and:
its Grade B service contour encompasses the principal
headend of Douglas Cable's Montrose cable system. Ac­
cordingly. KMOS-TV meets the Commission's definition of
a qualified local noncommercial educational television Sta­
tion. CMSU has submitted a November 25. 19Q2 letter
"'hich it sent to Douglas Cable requesting carriage on
Channel 6. According to CMSU. Douglas Cable has neither
;ommenced carriage nor responded in any way to CMSU's
request for carriage and channel positioning.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIO;-';S COMMISSION

Roy J. Stewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

4. According to § 615(g)(5), a qualified local
noncommercial educational station carried pursuant to
must-carry requirements must appear on the cable system
channel number on which it is broadcast over-the-air. or
on the channel on which it was carried on July 19, 1985,
at the election of the station. or on such other channel as
is mutually agreed upon by the station and the cable
operator. 47 U.S.C. §535Cg)(5): 47 CF.R. 176.57(b). Be­
cause CMSU has elected that KMOS-TV be carried on its
over-the·air channel. Channel 6. we will grant its request
that the Commission order Douglas Cable to carry KMOS­
TV on Channel 6.

S. In view of the above, the complaint filed on JUly 8.
19Q3 by Central Missouri State University, licensee of
KMOS.TV. Sedalia. Missouri (CSR-3Q5~M) IS GRANTED.
in accordance with 16IS(j)(3) of the Communications Act
of 1934, as amended, (47 U.S.C, §53S). Furthermore.
Douglas Cable Communications IS ORDERED to com­
mence carriage of KMOS-TV on Channel 6 within Order
on its system serving Montrose. Missouri. This action is
taken by the Chief. Mass Media Bureau. pursuant to au­
thority delegated by §0.283 of the Commission's rules, 47
C.F.R. §0.283.

CSR-3956-M

Released: December 9, 1993

Request for Carriage

In re:

Complaint of Central Missouri
State University against
Douglas Cable Communications

Adopted: November 9, 1993;
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Federal Communications Commission DA 93-1408

ME~fORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

Adopted: SO\'ember 9, 1993; Released: December 14, 1993

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSrON

Roy J. Stewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

tion. CMSU has submilled a November 25. 1992 letter
which it sent to Douglas Cable requesting carriage on
Channel 6. According to CMSU, Douglas Cable has neither
commenced carriage nor responded in any way to CMSU's
request for carriage and channel positioning.

4. According to §61S(g)(S). a qualified local
noncommercial educational stalion carried pursuant to
must-carry requirements must appear on the cable system
channel number on which it is broadcast over-the-air. or
on lhe channel on which it was carried on JUly 19. 1985.
at the election of lhe station. or on such olher channel as
is mutually agreed upon by the station and the cable
operator. 47 U.S.c. §S3S(g)(S); 47 C.F.R. §76.57(b). Be­
cause CMSU has elected that KMOS-TV be carried on its
over-the-air channel, Channel 6. we will grant its request
that the Commission order Douglas Cable to carry KMOS­
TV on Channel 6.

5. In view of the above, the complaint filed on July 8.
1993 by Central Missouri State University. licensee of
KMOS-TV. Sedalia. Missouri (CSR·39S7-M) IS GRANTED.
in accordance with § 61S(j)(3) of the Communications Act
of 1934, as amended, (47 U.S.C. 1535). Furthermore.
Douglas Cable Communications IS ORDERED to com­
mence carriage of KMOS-TV on Channel 6 within forty-six
(46) days from the release date of this Order on its system
serving Malta Bend. Missouri. This action is taken by the
Chief. Mass Media Bureau;pursuanl to authority delegated
by §O.:!83 of the Commission's rules. 47 C.F.R. §O.:!83.

CSR-3957-M

Request for Carriage

In re:

Complaint of Central
Missouri State Universit)'
against Douglas Cable
Communications

I. On July 8. 1993. Central Missouri State University
("CMSU"). licensee of KMOS-TV, Sedalia, Missouri, filed a
complaint against Douglas Cable Communications ("Doug­
las Cable"). pursuant to §61S of the Communications Act,
47 U.s.c. §535. CMSU requests that the Commission order
Douglas Cable to carry KMOS·TV on Douglas Cable's ca­
ble system serving Malta Bend. Missouri, and that KMOS­
TV be carried on Channel 6.

:2. Section 61S of the Communications Act of 1934. as
.Jmended. requires a cable system to carry the signals of
qualified local noncommercial educational television sta­
tions. See 47 U.s.c. §53S. A television station that is li­
censed by the Commission as a noncommercial educational
television station and is owned and operated by a public
agency. nonprofit foundation, corporation or association
that is eligible to receive a community service grant from
the Corporation for Public Broadcasting will be considered
a qualified noncommercial educational television station.
See ,p e.s.c. §S35(1)(\)(A); 47 C.F.R. §76.SS(a)(1). A
qualified noncommercial educational television station
.... hose Grade B sen'ice contour encompasses the pri~cipal

headend of the cable system will be considered locar. See
~7 U.s.c. §S35(1)(2)(A): 47 C.F.R. 176.SS(b)(2).

3. CMSt; contends that KMOS-TV is a qualified local
noncommercial educational television station and therefore
it has the right to carriage on Douglas Cab1e's Malta Bend,
Missouri. cable system. We agree. CMSU has presented the
following evidence with respect to KM05-TV: KMOS-TV is
licensed as a noncommercial television station: it is owned
by the Board of Regents at Central Missouri State Univer­
sity. a public agency operating under the laws of the state
of ~issouri: it is eligible to receive a community service
grant from the Corporation for Public Broadcasting. and:
its Grade B service conlour encompasses the entire munici­
pality of Malta Bend. CMSU states that Douglas Cable has
not responded to CMSU's request for the geographic loca­
tion of the principal headend of Douglas Cable's Malta
Bend cable system, but that CMSU "infer(s) that the
headend is located at or near Malta Bend. the location of
.\Ihich is within KMOS-TV's Grade-B broadcast area." Ac­
cordingly. KMOS-TV meets the Commission's definition of
a qualified local noncommercial educational television sta-

1



Federal Communications Commission DA 93-1410

MEMORANDUM OPISION AND ORDER

By the Chief. ~ass Media Bureau:

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

1. On Julv 8. 1993. Central Missouri State Universitv
("CMSU"). licensee of KMOS-TV. Sedalia. Missouri. filed a
complaint against Douglas Cable Communications ("Doug­
las Cable"). pursuant to Section 615 of the Communica­
tions Act. 47 e.s.c. I 535. CMSU requests that the
Commission order Douglas Cable to carry KMOS·TV on
Douglas Cable's cable system serving :"elson. Missouri. and
that KMOS·TV be carried on Channel 6.

:!. Section 615 of the Communications Act of 193~. as
amended. requires a cable system to carry the signals of
qualified local noncommercial educational tele\'ision sta­
tions. See ~7 e.s.c. § 535. A television station that is
licensed by the Commission as a noncommercial educa­
tional television station and is owned and operated by a
public agency. nonprofit foundation. corporation or associ­
ation that is eligible 10 receive a community service grant
from the Corporation for Public Broadcasting will be con·
sidered a qualified noncommercial educational television
station. See 47 eSc. § 535(1H I HAl: 47 C.F.R. §
"'0.55(a)( II. A qualified noncommercial educational televi­
sion station whose Grade B ser\'ice comour encompasses
the principal ,headend of the cable system will be ~nsid­

ered local. Set 47 USc. § 535(\){:!)(A): 47 C.F.R. §
76.55(b)(:!I.

3. CMSU contends that KMOS-TV is a qualified local
noncommercial educational television station and therefore
it has the right to carriage on Douglas Cable's :'-Ielson.
Missouri. cable system. We agree. C\otSU has presented the
following e\'idence with respect to K~OS-TV: KMOS-TV is
licensed as a noncommercial television station: it is owned
hy the Board of Regents at Central Missouri Stale l:niv'er­
sity. a public agency operating under the laws of the state
of Missouri: it is eligible to receive a community sen'ice
grant from the Corporation for Public Broadcasting. and:
itS Grade B service contour encompasses the entire munici­
pality of Nelson. Missouri. CMSlJ states that Douglas Cable
has not responded to CMSU's request for the geographic
location of the principal headend of Douglas Cable's Nel­
son cable system. but that CMSU "inferlslthat the headend
is located at or near ~elson. the location of which is "dthin
K\otOS·TV·s Grade-B broadcast area." Accordingly. KMOS­
TV meets the Commission's definition of a qualified local
noncommercial educational telev'ision station. CMSU has

FEDERAL COMMlJ:'>iICATIONS CO~f:-'HSS10N

Roy 1. Slewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

submitted a :"Iov-emner 25. 1992 letter Which it sent to
Douglas Cable requesting carriage on Channel 6. Accord­
ing to CMSU. Douglas Cable has neither commenced car­
riage nor responded in any way to CMSU's request for
carriage and channel positioning.

4. According to Section 615(g)(5). a qualified local
noncommercial educational station carried pursuant to
must-earry requirements must appear on the cable system
channel number on which it is broadcast over-the-air. or
on the channel on which it was carried on July 19. 1985.
at the eleclion of the slalion. or on such olher channel as
is mUtually agreed upon by the station and the cable
operator. 47 U.S.c. § 535(g)(5): 47 C.F.R. I 76.57(b). Be­
cause C~SU has elected that KMOS-TV be carried on its
over-the-air channel. Channel O. we will grant its request
that the Commission order Douglas Cable to carry KMOS­
TV on Channel 6.

5. In view of the above. the complaint filed on July 8.
1993 by Central Missouri Slate University. licensee of
KMOS-TV. Sedalia. Missouri (CSR·3958-M\IS GRANTED.
in accordance with Section 615(j)(3) of the Communica­
tions Act of 1934. as amended. (47 U.S.c. ~ 535). Further­
more. Douglas Cable Communications IS ORDERED to
commence carriage of KMOS·TV on Channel 6 within
fOrly·six (46) days from the release dale of this Order on its
system serving Nelson. Missouri. This action is taken by
the Chief. Mass Media Bureau. pursuant to authority dele­
gated by Section 0.283 of the Commission's rules. 47
C.F.R. ~ 0.183,

CSR-3958·M

Released: December 9, 1993

In re:

Request for Carriage

Complaint of Central ~issouri

State University against
Douglas Cable
Communicalions

Adopted: NO\'ember 9, 1993;

1
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MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:
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Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 10554

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Roy J. Stev;art
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

station. CMSl: has submitted a ~o\'ember 25. 1992 letter
which it sent to Douglas Cable requesting carriage on
Channel 6. According to CMSU, Douglas Cable has neither
commenced carriage nor responded in any way to CMSU's
request for carriage and channel positioning.

4. According to § 615lg)(5). a qualified local
noncommercial educational station carried pursuant to
must-carry requirements must appear on the cable system
channel number on which it is broadcast over-the-air. or
on the channel on which it .....as carried on July 19, 1985.
at the election of the station. or on such other channel as
is mutually agreed upon by the station and the cable
operator. 47 U.S.c. 1535(g)(5); 47 C.F.R. §76.57(b). Be­
cause CMSU has elected that KMOS-TV be carried on its
over-the-air channel. Channel 6, we will grant its request
that the Commission order Douglas Cable 10 carry KMOS­
TV on Channel 6.

5. In view of the above, the complaint filed on July 8.
1993 by Central Missouri State University, licensee of
KMOS·TV, Sedalia. Missouri (CSR-3959-M) IS GRANTED.
in accordance with § 615(j)(3) of the Communications Act
of 1934. as amended. (47 U.S.c. § 535). Furthermore,
Douglas Cable Communications IS ORDERED to com­
mence carriage of KMOS-TV on Channel 6 within forty-six
(46) days from the release date of this Order on its system
serving Blackwater, Missouri. This action is taken by the
Chief. Mass Media Bureau, pursuant to authority delegated
by 10.283 of the Commission's rules, 47 C.F.R. § 0.283.

CSR-3959-M

Request for Carriage

In re:

Complaint of Central Missouri
State University against Douglas
Cable Communications

1. On July 8. 1993. Central Missouri State University
l"CMSU"), licensee of KMOS-TV, Sedalia, Missouri, filed a
complaint against Douglas Cable a>mmunications ("Doug­
las Cable"). pursuant to 1615 of the Communications Act.
47 U.s.c. 1 535. CMSU requests that the Commission
order Douglas Cable to carry ~'10S·TV on Douglas Ca­
ble's cable system serving Blackwater, Missouri. and that
KMOS-TV be carried on Channel 6.

2. Section 615 of the Communications Act of 1934. as
amended. requires a cable system to carry the signals of
qualified local noncommercial educational television sta­
tions. See 47 U.S.c. § 535. A television station that is
licensed by the a>mmission as a noncommercial educa­
tional television station and is owned and operated by a
public agency. nonprofit foundation, corporation or associ­
ation that is eligible to receive a community service grant
from the Corporation for Public Broadcasting will be con·
sidered a qualified noncommercial educational television
station. See 47 U.s.c. § 53511)llllA): 47 C.F.R. §
i6.55(all1). A qualified noncommercial educational televi­
sion station whose Grade B service contour encompasses
the principal headend of the cable system will be s:onsid­
ered local. See 47 U.S.C. 1535(l)(2)(A); 47 CF.R. §
76.55(b)(2).

3. CMSU contends that KMOS-TV is a qualified local
noncommercial educational television station and therefore
it has the right to carriage on Douglas Cable's Blackwater.
Missouri. cable system. We agree. CMSU has presented the
following evidence with respect to KMOS-TV: KMOS-TV is
licensed as a noncommercial television station: it is owned
by the Board of Regents at Central Missouri State Univer­
sity, a pUblic agency operating under the laws of the state
of Missouri: it is eligible to receive a community service
grant from the Corporation for Public Broadcasting. and:
its Grade B service contour encompasses the entire munici­
pality of Blackwater, Missouri. CMSU states that Douglas
Cable has not responded to CMSU's request for the geo­
graphic location of the principal headend of Douglas Ca­
ble's Blackwater cable system, but that CMSU "infer(s) that
the headend is located 8t or near Blackwater, the location
of which is within KMOS·TV's Grade-B broadcast area."
Accordingly, KMOS-TV meets the Commission's definition
of a qualified local noncommercial educational television

1



Federal Communications Commission DA 94-477

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

By the Chief, Cable Services Bureau:

Bifore the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

1. On July 8, 1993, Central Missouri State University
("CMSU"), licensee of KMOS-TV, Sedalia. Missouri. filed a
complaint against Friendship Cable of Missouri ("Friend­
ship Cable"), pursuant to Section 615 of the Communica­
tions Act, 47 U.s.c. § 535. CMSU requests that the
Commission order Friendship Cable to carry KMOS-TV on
Friendship Cable's cable system serving Niangua Bridge.
Missouri, and that KMOS-TV be carried on Channel 6. On
August 18. 1993, Buford Television, Inc. ("Buford"). filed
an opposition to CMSU's complaint. I On September 7.
1993, CMSU filed a reply.

2. Section 615 of the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended. requires a cable system to carry the signals of
qualified local noncommercial educational television sta­
tions.2 See 47 U.s.c. § 535. A cable operator shall not be
required. however. to carry the signal of any qualified local
noncommercial educational television system which does
not deliver to the cable system's principal headend a signal
of good quality or baseband video signal. See 47 U.S.c. §
S3S(g)(4). Because the cable operalor is in the best position
to know whether a given noncommercial educational sta­
tion is providing a good quality signal to the system's
principal headend. we believe that the initial burden of
demonstrating the lack of a good quality signal appro­
priately falls on the cable operator. In meeting this burden.
the cable operator must show that it has used good en­
gineering practices. as defined below, to measure the signal
delivered to the headend.

3. With respect to the standard to be used to determine
what constitutes a "good quality" signal. we note that the
1992 Cable Act failed to set a standard for either VHF or

UHF noncommercial stations. However, the 1992 Cable
Act did adopt a standard for determining the availability of
VHF and UHF commercial stations at a cable system's
headend. To establish the availability of a VHF commercial
station's signal, the 1992 Cable Act set out a standard of -49
dBm at a cable system's headend. A standard of -45 dBm
was established for UHF commercial station signals. Con­
sistent with Congress' guidance with respect to VHF and
UHF commercial station availability, we see no reason not
to utilize the same standards as prima facie tests to inilially
determine. absent other evidence, whether VHF or UHF
noncommercial stations place adequate signal levels over a
cable system's principal headend.

4. In its Complaint, CMSU asserts that KMOS-TVis a
qualified local noncommercial educational television sta­
tion and therefore it has the right to carriage on Friendship
Cable's Niangua Bridge, Missouri, cable system.3 CMSU
states that although Friendship Cable has not responded to
CMSU's request for the geographic location of the princi­
pal headend of Friendship Cable's Niangua Bridge cable
system, CMSU "infer[s] that the headend is located at or
near Niangua Bridge, the location of which is within
KMOS-TV's Grade-B broadcast area."

S. In response, Friendship Cable notes in its opposition
that its initial determination of KMOS-TV's eligibility for
must-carry was that the system was not within the SO-mile
zone from KMOS-TV's point of reference. See 47 C.F.R. §
76.SS(b). It states that its cable systems are on the edge of
KMOS-TV's Grade B contour and the SO-mile zone. Since
the complaint was filed, however, Buford's engineer con­
ducted field intensity surveys which show that the signal
level at each headend site is less than the acceptable levels
required by the Commission's rules regarding signal qual­
ity, and that. therefore, KMOS-TV does not qualify for
carriage.

6. In its reply, CMSU notes that Buford still has not
supplied information concerning the geographic coordi­
nates and the off-air broadcast stations carried by Friend­
ship Cable's Niangua Bridge system. CMSU also asserts that
the field survey analysis conducted by Buford did not
include periodic measurements of the signal: did not in­
dicate the orientation of the reception antenna used to
measure KMOS-TV's signal; was not dated; and. that the
antenna was purportedly placed at 4o-feet high on the
tower at Niangua Bridge. CMSU alleges that Buford is not
using the same. standard reception practices to obtain
KMOS-TV's signal as it uses to obtain off-air signals from
the Columbia/Jefferson City and Springfield areas, and that.
therefore, the KMOS-TV signal was not tested using the
same engineering practices used to receive and process
other off-air broadcast signals.

7. Although Friendship Cable never submitted the geo­
graphic location of its principal headend, we will assume
that KMOS-TV's signal meets the definition of "local" in

CSR-396o-M

Released: May 27, 1994

Request for Carriage

In re:

Complaint of Central Missouri
State University against
Friendship Cable of Missouri

Adopted: May 4, 1994;

I Friendship Cable is owned by Buford Television. Inc.
2 A television station that is licensed by the Commission as a
noncommercial educational television station arid is owned and
operated by a public agency. nonprofit foundation. corporation

. or association that is eligible to receive a community service
grant from the Corporation for Public Broadcasting will be
considered a qualified noncommercial educational television sta­
tion. Set 47 U.S.c. § S3S(1)(I)(A); 47 C.F.R. § 76.55(a)(1). A
local qualified noncommercial educational television station is a
qualified noncommercial educational television station that is
licensed to a community whose reference point is within 50

miles or the principal headend of the cable system: or, whose
Grade B service contour encompasses the principal headend or
the cable system. See 47 U.S.C. § 535(1)(2); 47 C.F.R. § 76.55(b).
3 CMSU maintains that KMOS-TV is licensed as a
noncommercial television station; it is owned by the Board of
Regents at Central Missouri State University, a public agency
operating under the laws of the state of Missouri: it is eligible to
receive a community service grant from the Corporation for
Public Broadcasting: and, its Grade B service contour encom­
passes the entire municipality of Niangua Bridge, Missouri..

1
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47 C.F.R. § 76.55(b). CMSU has stated its belief that
KMOS-TV meets the definition of local. Further, Friend­
ship Cable notes that altho\!gh it initially determined that
Niangua Bridge's reference point was not within 50 miles
of the cable system's principal headend, it later concluded
that its cable system is "on the edge" of KMOS-TV's Grade
B contour and the 50-mile zone.4

8. We find that Friendship Cable has not met its burden
of demonstrating the lack of a good quality signal because
it has not shown that it has used standard engineering
practices. To determine whether a certain level of signal is
present, it is necessary to submit a series of measurements.
not just one. Generally, if the test results are less than -55
dBm for a VHF station. at least four readings must be
taken over a two-hour period. Where the initial readings
are between -55 dBm and -49 dBm, inclusive, the readings
should be taken over a 24-hour period, with measurements
no more than 4 hours apart to establish reliable test results.
In addition to the information required by our rules to be
furnished to the affected station when there is a dispute
over signal level measurements, see 47 C.F.R. § 76.61,
cable operators are expected to employ sound engineering
measurement practices. Signal strength surveys, therefore,
should include, at a minimum, the following: 1) specific
make and model numbers of the equipment used, as well
as its age and most recent date(s) of calibration; 2) descrip­
tion(s) of the characteristics of the equipment used, such as
antenna ranges and radiation patterns; 3) height of the
antenna above ground level and whether the antenna was
properly oriented; and 4) weather conditions and time of
day when the tests where done. When measured against
these criteria, the data submitted by Friendship Cable is
insufficient to demonstrate that KMOS-TV's signal is not of
"good quality" at the cable system's headend. See, e.g.,
Complaint of Channel 5 Public Broadcasting, Inc. against
WestSzar Cable, CSR-3799-M, DA-93-896 (released July 23,
1993).

9. CMSU has submitted a December 23, 1992 letter
which it sent to Friendship Cable requesting carriage on
Channel 6. According to Section 615(g)(5), a qualified
local noncommercial educational station carried pursuant
to must-earry requirements must appear on the cable sys­
tem Channel number on which it is broadcast over-the-air,
or on the channel on which it was carried on July 19,
1985, at the election of the station, or on such other
channel as. is mutually agreed upon by the station and the
cable operator. 47 U.S.c. § 535(g)(5); 47 C.F.R. § 76.5J(b).
Because CMSU has elected that KMOS-TV be carried on
its over-the-air channel, Channel 6, we will grant its re­
quest that the Commission order Friendship Cable to carry
KMOS-TV on Channel 6.

10. In view of the above, the complaint filed on July 8,
1993 by Central Missouri State University, licensee of
KMOS-TV, Sedalia, Missouri (CSR-3960-M) IS GRANTED,
in accordance with Section 615G)(3) of the Communica­
tions Act of 1934, as amended, (47 U.S.c. § 535). Further­
more, Friendship Cable of Missouri IS ORDERED to
commence carriage of KMOS-TV on Channel 6 within
forty-five (45) days from the release date of this Order on
its system serving Niangua Bridge, Missouri, unless Friend-

4 Friendship Cable apparently does not dispute that KMOS­
TV's Grade B service contour encompasses the principal
headend of the cable system.
S We believe that 15 days is sufficient time for Friendship

2

ship Cable submits, to the CommiSsion and to CMSU,
within fifteen (15) days of the release date of this Order, the
engineering data required herein to support Friendship
Cable's assertion of poor signal qualitl from KMOS-TV at
Friendship Cable's principal headend. This action is taken
by the Deputy Chief, Cable Services Bureau, pursuant to
authority delegated by Section 0.321 of the Commission's
rules, 47 C.F.R. § 0.321.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

William H. Johnson
Deputy Chief, Cable Services Bureau

Cable to perform the required tests. Guidance regarding what
constitutes standard engineering practices has been available
since July 23. 1993. See Channel 5 Public Broadcasting, Inc.,
supra.
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MEMORASDlIM OPINION AND ORDER

By the Chief. Cable Services Bureau:

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington. D.C. 20554

1. On February ~. 19Q4. a petition for reconsideration
was filed on behalf ,pf Douglas Communications Corpora·
tion 11 ("Douglas"). operator of a cable system serving
KingsVille. Missouri.' Douglas requests that the Commis·
sion reconsider its December b. 1993 action: ordering its
Kingsville. Missouri system to carry Slat ion K~10S·TV

(Educ.. Ch, 6). Sedalia. Missouri. An opposition to Ihis
petition "'as ftled Februar) l~, 1994. to ... hich Douglas has
responded.

2. In suppon of its request. Douglas states that the
~ingsville systems serves only 50 subscribers and has only

10 usable. acti,'ated channels. It argues that in order to
carry KMOS-TV it would be forced to remove pmgram·
ming that has been provided to its subscribers since at least
March :!Q. 1990. Douglas maintains that ~535(b)(~)(B)(iiil

of the Cable Tele\'ision Consumer Protection and Competi·
tion Act of I9Q2. Pub. L. fIlo. 102-385. 106 Stat. 14~0

(199:!I. and §7b.5~(a)(3) of the Commission's Rules specifi.
cally exempt small systems. such as Douglas'. from the
signal carriage requirements applicable 10 qualified :"CE
stations. It therefore concludes that it should not be re­
quired to add KMOS·TV to the Kingsville system.

3. KMOS-TV argues in its response that Douglas' claim
that it is not required to add KMOS·TV because its s)'stem
has onh 10 usable. activated channels directly conflicts
....ilh Ibi5(:!)(A) of the 1992 Cable Act which requires that
s~'Stems with 12 or fewer channels are required to carr) the
signal of at least one local noncommercial educational
television station. KMOS·TV avers that at the present time
Douglas provides no educational stations to its subscribers.
It contends. therefore. that to avoid further irreparable
harm to its station. Douglas should be required to add
KMOS-TV to its system.

.a. In its response. Doullas reiterates its reliance on
§76.5b1a1(3) of the Commission's rules w.hich Stales that
-cable s"stem ""jth 12 or fewer usable aCti"aled channels
Jlwll 110; b~ '~qUlrrd 10 'tmO~'t lIny prolrllnanaing Judet

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIO:-:S COMMISSION

.William H. Johnson
Acting Chief. Cable Services Bureau

pro~·jded 10 subserjbus as of March 2~, 1990, 10 siJlisfy Ihru
requjremtnLS. except thaI the first a\'atlable channel must be
used to sat is!)' these requirements (emphasis added)." Since
all of its 10 activated channels on the Kingsville syslem are
currently occupied by programming that has been carried
since at least March :!Q. I9QO. Douglas maintains that it is
nOI required 10 add KMOS·TV to ilS syslem uncil such time
as channel space become available on lhe system.

5. We are not persuaded by the arguments raised b\'
KMOS·TV. Section 76.56(a)(3) of the rules clearly provide's
for an exception to the must-earry requirements for fIlCE
stations in those instances where cable systems have 12 or
fewer usable channels. Douglas has clearly sho"'n that such
is the case for the system herein. It should be emphasiled.
ho""'ever. that as soon as the channel capacit), becomes
a\'ailable on the Kingsville system. Doullas will be required
to add KMOS-TV in order to fulfill its obligation to carn"
al least one NCE station pursuant to §ib.56(al( I )(i) of the
Commission·s Rules.

6. (n light of the above. therefore. pursuanl to nO.3:! I
and 1.10b of the Commission's Rules. the petition for
reconsideralion. filed February 4. IQQ~. on behalf of Doug·
las Communications Corporation II. IS GRA:"TED and
our Order adopted October 12. 19Q3 IS RESCINDED.

CSR-3Q~I·M

t.m08bS

Released: August 24. 1994

In re:

Petition for Reconsideration

Complaint of Central Missouri
Slate University againsl Douglas
Cable Communications

Adopted: August 10. 1994;

I An "Emrrtrncy Prtilion for Sta~'" ,.,as rilrd concurrtntl} ... ilh
this pelition rrqurstinJ thaI the Commission SI:I)' the effeCtive
cialf of ils decision until it acts on Dou&lu' recoMidtra,ion
request. In \·ie.... of our :attion today. we n"d not addrtss

Doua1as'arltumcnlS in support of:l !It:l\':
~ ('~",ral Musouri Slalt L"liwrsl,.1I asiinJl Doug/QJ CQblt C,,'"'
_,caliclLl. q FCC Red :L'tI ( IIIQ.l I.
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In re:

Complaint of Central Missouri
State University against
Douglas Cable Communications

CSR-3961-M
M00865

Request for Carriage

MEMORANDL'M OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: December 6, 1993; Released: January 12. 1994

By Ihe Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

1. On July 8. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
Missouri State University. licensee of Slation KMOS-T\I
(Educ.. Ch. til. sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the Com­
mission claiming that Douglas Cable Communications
("Douglas"). operator of a cable television system serving
Kingsville. Missouri. had declined to carry the station. even
though the Grade B contour of KMOS-T\I encompasses the
system's principal headend at Kingsville and the station is
therefore a "'ocal" signal within Ihe meaning of §S of the
Cable Television Consumer Protection and Competition
Act of 1992. Pub. L. No. 102-385. 106 Stat. 1460 (1992).
KMOS-TV requests that the Commission not only order
Douglas to carry ils signal on the cable system. but also
order Ihat the syslem carry it on Channel 6. the channel
on which it broadcasts over-the-air. No opposition 10 this
petition has been filed.

2. KMOS-T\l's pelition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Kingsville system and it has requested
carriage on its over-the-air broadcast channel. as it is
permitted to do under Section 5 of the 1992 Cable Act.
Since no other pleadings ha"e been filed in this matter. Ihe
complaint filed July 8. 1993. by Central Missouri Slale
University IS GRANTED. in accordance with 16150)(31
(47 U.S.C. 5351 of Ihe Communications Act of 1934. as
amended. and Douglas Cable Communications IS OR­
DERED 10 commence carriage of KMOS-T\I on cable
channel 6 forty-five (45) days from Ihe release dale of this
O,dtr. This action is taken by the Chief. Mass Media
Bureau. pursuant to authorit)' delegated by 10.283 of Ihe
Commission's Rules.

FEDERAL COMM\';:"1ICATIONS COMMISSION

Roy J, Ste""an
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

1
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In re:

Complaint of Central Missouri
State University against
Douglas Cable Communications

Request for Carriage

CSR-3962·M
M0082~

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: December 6. 1993; Released: January 12, 1994

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

1. On July 8. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
Missouri State Universitv. licensee of Station KMOS·TV
lEduc.. Ch. 6). Sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the Com·
mission claiming that Douglas Cable Communications
I"Douglas"). operator of a cable tele"ision system serving
Jamestown. Missouri. had declined to carrv the station.
even though the Grade B Contour of KMOS-TV encom·
passes the system's principal headend at Jamestown and the
station is therefore a "local" signal within the meaning of
15 of the Cable Television Consumer Protection and Com·
petition Act of 1992. Pub. L. No. 102·385. 106 Stat. 1460
(1992). KMOS·TV requests that the Commission not only
order Douglas to carry its signal on the cable ~ystem. but
also order that the system carry it on Channel 6. the
channel on which it broadcasts over-the·air. No opposition
to this petition has been filed.

2. KMOS·TV·s petition establishes that it is entilled 10
carriage on Ihe Jamestown syslem and il has requested
carriage on its over·the-air broadcast channel. as it .is
permitted to do under Section 5 of the 1992 Cable Act.
Since no other pleadings have been filed in this mauer. the
complaint filed July 8. 1993. by Cenlral Missouri Stale
University IS GRANTED. in accordance wilh §6151jH31
147 l:.S.c. 535) of the Communications Act of 193~. as
amended. and Douglas Cable Communications IS OR·
DERED to commence carriage of KMOS·TV on cable
channel 6 fony-five HS) days from the release date of this
O,dtr. This action is taken by the Chief. Mass Media
Bureau. pursuant to authority delegated by 10.283 of the
Commission's Rules.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Roy J. Stewart
Chief. ~ass Media Bureau

1
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MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington. D.C. 10554

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

1. On July 8. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
Missouri State Universitv. licensee of Station KMOS·TV
(Educ.. Ch. 6l. Sedalia. ~issouri. was filed with the Com·
mission claiming that Friendship Cable of Missouri
("Friendship"). operator of a cable television system serv­
ing Gravois Mills. Missouri. had declined to carry the
station. even though the Grade B contour of KMOS-TV
encompasses the system's principal headend locate~ at
Gravois Mills.' and the station is therefore a "local" Signal
within the meaning of Section S of the Cable Television
Consumer Protection and Competition Ae.t of 1991. Pub.
l. !'Io. 101·385. 106 Stat. 1~60 (1991\. KMOS-TV requests
that the Commis~ion not onlv order Friendship to carry its
signal. but also order the sysiem to carry it on Channel 6.
the channel on which it broadcasts over·the·air. An opposi·
tion to this petition was filed August IS. 1993. on behalf of
Friendship.

2. In its Ilpposition. Friendship states that its system
engineer conducted a field survey analysis using a Wavetek
Sam I. calibrated March II. 1993. connected to a low band
Cadco antenna cut for channels 2 through 6. placed on a
fom'·foot tOllier with fift" feet of feed cable. and peaked on
KMOS·TV·s signal. This analysis determined that KMOS·
TV's received signal llias -4 dBmV (-53 dBml. Therefore.
Friendship claims. KM05-TV does not qualify for carriage
on its system due to its poor sicnal quality.

3. Section 615(g)(4) of the Communications Act of 1934.
as amended. states that "I ·cable operator shall not be
required to carry the signal of any qualified local
noncommercial educational television station which does
not deliver to the cable system's principal headend a sianal
of good quality or a baseband video sicnal. as may be
defined bv the Commission." 47 U.S.C. 535(G)(41. Because
the cable 'operator is in the best position. to know whether
a gh'en ~CE station is providing a good l.Jualuy !iignal to
the system's principal headend. we believe that the initial
burden of demonstrating the lack of a good quality signal

Complaint of Central Missouri
State University against
Friendship Cable of Missouri

appropriately fal1s on the cable operator..In meeting lh
burden. the cable operator must show that II has used goo
engineering practices. as defined below. to measure til
signal delivered to the headend.

4. With respect to the standard to be used to determir
whal conslitutes a "good quality" signal. llie note thaI t~

19Q2 Cable Act failed to set a standard for either VHF (
UHF noncommercial stations. However. the 1992 Cabl
Act did adopt a standard for determining the availabilily l
VHF and UHF commercial stalions at a cahle system
headend. To establish the availability of a VHF commerci.
station's signal. the 1992 Cable Act set out a standard of .J
dBm at a cable system's headend. A standard of -4S dBI
was eSlablished for UHF commercial station signals. COl
sislent with Congress' luidance with respect to VHF ar
UHF commercial station availability. we see no reason n,
to utilize the same standards as prima tacit tests to initial
determine. absent other evidence. whether VHF or UH
non-commercial stations place adequate signal levels over
cable system's principal headend.

S. In this instance. Friendship determined KMOS-T\i
signal strength to be below the requisite level for a V}1
commercial station. We find. however. that the cable s~

tem failed to following generally acceptable engineeril
practices in making its delermination. Generally. if the. u
resullS are less than aSS dBm for a VHF stallon. we belle
lhat al least four readings must be taken over a two ho
period. Where the initial readings are belween -SS dB
and -49 dBm. inclusive. we belie..e lhat the readings shou
be laken over a 14 hour period. with measurements I

more than ~ hours apart to establish reliable test results.
6. In addition to the information required by our rul

to be furnished to the affected station when there is
dispule over signal level measurements. cable operators a
expecled to employ sound engineering measurement P~2

tices. Therefore. signal strength surveys should. al a mil
mum. include the following: 11 specific make and moe
numbers of the equipmenl used. as well as ilS age and ml
recent date(sl of calibration: 2) descriptionls) of the chi
acteristics of the equipment used. such as antenna rani
and radiation patterns: 3) height of lhe anlenna abo
ground level and whether the antenna ..lias properly 01

ented: and 4) weather conditions and time of day whl
tests were done. When measured against lhese crileria...
conclude that the data submitted by Friendship is insuf
cient to demonstrate that KMOS-TV's signal is not of "gOI
quality" at the cable system's headend.

i. KMOS·TV's petition establishes that it is entilled
carriage on the Gravois Mills cable ~ystem. and il h
r~uested carriage on its over·the·air broadcast channel.
it is permitted to do under Section S of the 19Q1 Cab
Act. Accordincly. the petition filed July 8. 19Q3. hy Cenu
Missouri State University IS GRANTED. pursuant 10 Se
tion 615ej)(3) (47 U.S.C. 535) of Ihe Communications A
of 193..t. as amended. and Friendship Cable of Missouri
ORDERED to commence carriage of KMOS·TV on cab
channel 6 forty-five (45) days from the release date of It
Ordtr unless Friendship submits the engineering dala I

quired herein to suPPOrt its assertion of poor signal ~uall

from KMOS·TV at FriencJship's principal headenLi. Tt

CSR·3963·M
M00904

Released: January 12. 1994

Request for Carriage

In re:

Adopted: December 10. 1993;

J Wf nolt th~t Friendship h:lS not providfd its he~fnd co·
ordin~tn to ""IOS·TV ~ required by Section ":'tdJ(lb) of the
Ruin. despite t.:MOS·TV·s letter of Dtcember 2~. lijLj2 request­
inl ':lrri~~e. Since Friendship's opposition to the compl:lint

does not dispute the Joc:ltion of hndend ....·e ",cel'l ptlltionrr
conClusion that Friendship's hudend for ~his s~stem " .hlC~lfl

:It Qr:lvois Mills. Missouri.

1
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In re:

Federal Communications Commission

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 10554

Complaint of Central Missouri
State University against
Cass County Cable

Request for Carriage

CSR·396~·M

ME.\fORA!I.'DL"M OPLllollON ASD ORDER

Adopted: December 8. 1993; Released: Februar) 4, 1994

By the Chief. Mass ~edia Bureau:

1. On July 8. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
~issouri State University. licensee of Station KMOS·TV
CEduc .. Ch. 61. Sedalia. Missouri, was filed Wilh lhe Com·
mission claiming that Cass County Cable (''Cass''), operator
of a cable television system serving Cass County. ~issouri.

had declined 10 carry the station. even though the Grade B
conlour of K~OS·TV encompasses lhe system's principal
headend al Greenwood' and lhe station is therefore a "10'
cal" signal within the meaning of §S of the Cable Televi·
sion Consumer Protection and Compelition Act of 199:!.
Pub. L. :-';0. 10:!·38S. 106 Stat. 1~60 et99:!1. KMOS·TV
requests that the Commission not only order Cass to carry
its signal on the cable system. but also order that the
system carry it on Channel 6. the channel on which it
broadcasts o\'er·the·air. ~o opposition to this petition has
been filed.

2. KMOS·TV·s petition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Cass County system and it has requested
carriage on its over·the·air broadcast channel. as it is
permitted 10 do under Section S of the 1992 Cable Act,
Since no other pleadings have been filed in this matter. the
complaint. filed July 8. 1993. by Central Missouri State
University IS GRASTED. in accordance with §61S(j)(3)
H7 U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934. as
amended. and Cass County Cable IS ORDERED to com·
mence carriage of KMOS-TV on cable channel 6 forty·five
C45) days from the release date of this Order, This action is
tak.en by the Chief. Mass Media Bureau. punuant to IU'

thority delepted by 10.283 of the Commission's Rules.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Roy J. Sre....rt
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

I We note that Cas5 has not provided its headend coordinates
to KMOS·TV as required by Section 7b.58(b) of the Rules.
clespile KMOS·TV's lener of November 25. IlN2 requestin&

1

cllTilp. Sillce no opposition to KMOS·TV's compllint has
been filed. WI accept petitioner's conclusion thlt Cass' hcadcnd
for this s)'Stem is located It Greenwood. Missouri.
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In rc::

Cnmplaint (If Central Missouri
State Univer~it~· against
Douglas Cable Communications

"'.
Request for Carriage

CSR-3Q6S·M

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: May 3.1994; Released: May 18, 1994

By the Chief. Cable Services Bureau:

I. On July 8. 1993. a petilion on hehalf of Central
Missouri State L'ni\'ersitv. licensee of Station K~10S-TV

lEduc.• Ch. 6). Sedalia. Missouri. .... as filed with the Com­
mission claiming thai Douglas Cable Communications
("Douglas",. operator of a cable televi~ionsystem sen'jng
Cass Counly. Missouri. had declined to carry the slation.
even though the Grade B contour of KMOS·TV encom­
passes the system's principal headend at Greenwood' and
the station is therefore a "local" signal within the meaning
of §S of the Cable Television Consumer Protection and
Competition Act of 1992. Pub. L. No. 102·385. 106 Stat.
1460 (\992). KMOS-TV requests that the Commission not
only order Douglas to carry its signal on the cable system.
but also order that the system carry it on Channel 6, the
channel on which it broadcasts over-the-air. No opposition
to this petition has been filed.

2. KMOS-TV's petilion establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Cass County system and it has requested
carriage on its over-the-air broadcasl channel. as it is
permitted to do under Section 5 of the 1992 Cable Act.
Since no other pleadings have been filed in this matter. the
complaint filed July 8. 1993. by Central Missouri State
University IS GRANTED. in accordance with §615Ij)13)
(47 l:.S.C. 5351 of the Communications Act of 1934. as
amended. and Douglas Cable Communications IS OR­
DERED to commence carriage of KMOS-TV on cable
channel 6 forty-five (45) days from the release date of this
Order. This action is taken by the Chief. Cable Services
Bureau. pursuant to authority delegated by 10.321 of the
Commission's Rules.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

William H. Johnson. Deputy ·Chief
Cable Services Bureau

t We nOle Ihll Doua1as has nOI provided ils hudend coordi­
niles 10 KMOS-TV IS required by SeCtion 7t.l.5K(bl of the Rules,
despite KMOS-TV's ~ovember lS. Iqq2 leuer rrQ urstina clr-

1

riaae. Since no opposition to KMOS-TV's compllinl has been
filrd....r Iccepl petilioner's conclusion that Doualas' headend
for Ihis s)'Slem is loclted II Green...ood. Missouri.



Federal Communications Commission DA 93-156

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 10554

In re:

Complaint of Central Missouri
State University against
Falcon Cable TV

Request for Carriage

CSR-3967-M

MEMORASDL'M OPINION AI'\.'D ORDER

Adopted: December 8, 1993; Released: January lZ, 1994

."

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

1. On July :20. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
Missouri Slate Universitv. licensee of Station KMOS-TV
(EJuc.. Ch. 6). Sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the Com­
mission claiming lhat Falcon Cable TV ("Falcon"), oper­
ator of a cable television system serving Hermitage and
Wheatland. Missouri. had Jeclined to carrv the station.
e\en though the Grade B contour of KMOS-TV encom­
passes the s)'stem's principal headend at Hermit­
age, Wheatland and the station is therefore a "local" signal
within the meaning of §S of the Cable Television Con­
sumer Prorection and Competition Act of 1992. Pub. L.
No, 1O:!·38S. 100 Stat. l~oO (199:!). KMOS-TV requests that
the Commission not only order Falcon to carry its 'signal
on the cable s\·srem. bur also order thar the system carrv it
on Channel 0". rhe channel on which it broadcasts o;er­
the-air. :-00 opposition to this petition has heen filed.'

1. K~OS-TV's petition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Hermitage WheatlanJ system and it has
requested carriage on its o\'er-the-air broadcast channel. as
it is permitted to do under Section 5 of the 1991 Cable
Act. Since no other pleadings have been filed in this
matIcr. the complaint filed July 10. 1993. by Central Mis­
souri State Universitv IS GRANTED. in accordance with
§015IjH3) (47 U.s.C: 535) of the Communications Act of
193~. as amended. and Falcon Cable TV IS ORDERED to
commence carriage of KMOS-TV on cable channel 0 forty­
five l~S) days from the release date of this Ordtr. This
action is taken bv the Chief. !Ytass Media Bureau. pursuant
to 'authority deiepted by 10.283 of the Commission'j;
Rules.

FEDERAL CO~~t.:NICATIONSCOMMISSION

Roy 1. Ste~ ..art
Chici. :'o1ass Media Bureau

I lI;~t05-n' st:ltes Ih:lt it is its undersl:lndinJ ,1'1:11 F:llcon has
conducted tests of "MOS-n'\ siJn:l1 ~trenl:th :It its he:ldend.

1

However. no results of these testS h:l\'r betn prll\ idrd 10 K\l05
TV or been included in the inst:lnt petition.



Federal Communications Commission DA 9l-1566

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

In re:

Complaint of Central Missouri
State University against
Falcon Cable TV

Request for Carriage

CSR·3968·M
M00205

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: December 8. 1993; Released: January 12. 1994

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

1. On JUly 20. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
Missouri State Universitv. licensee of Station KMOS-TV
lEduc.. Ch. 6). Sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the Com­
mission claiming lhat Falcon Cable TV ("Falcon"). oper­
ator of a cable television system serving Harrisonville.
Missouri. had declined to carry~he station. even Ihough
the Grade B contour of KMOS-TV encompasses the sys­
tem's principal headend at Harrisonville and the station is
therefore a ")oca)" signal within the meaning of §5 of the
Cable Te)evision Consumer Protel:tion and Competition
Act of 1992. Pub. L. No. 102·385. 106 Stat. 1460 (1992).
KMOS-TV requests that the Commission not only ,order
Falcon to carry its signal on the cable system. but also
order that the syslem carry it on Channel 6. the channel
on which it broadcasts over-the-air. No opposition to this
petition has been filed. I

2. KMOS·TV·s petition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Harrisonville system and it has requested
carriage on its over-the'air broadcast channe!. as it is
permilled 10 do under Seclion 5 of the 1992 Cable Act.
Since no olher pleadings have been filed in this maller. the
complaint filed 1uly 20. 1993. by Central Missouri Stale
University IS GRANTED. in accordance with §615(j)(3)
(~7 U.S.C. 5351 of the Communications Act of 1934. as
amended. and Falcon Cable TV IS ORDERED to com­
mence carriage of KMOS-TV on cable channel 6 forty-five
(45) days from the release date of this Ordtr. This action is
taken by the Chief. Mass Media Bureau. pursuant to au­
thority delegated by 10.283 of the Commission's Rules.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Roy 1. Stewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

I KMOS.TV ~t~tts th~t it is its undtrstanding th~t Falcon h:as
conducted ttstS llf K~10S·TV's siln~J strenith ~t its hndend.

However. no results of these tests h~vt bten provided 10 KMOS·
TV or been included in the ins~nt petition.
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Federal Communicadons Commission DA 94-453

MEMORANDL'M OPINION AND ORDER

By the Chief. Cable Services Bureau:

Before die
Federal Comm.iiiat1oftS Conunlssioa

WUhlnpn, D.C. 10554

1. On AuCUSl 2, 1993. Central Missouri State Uni"ICrsity,
licensee of Station KMOS·TV (Ed1.lc.. Ch. 6), Sedalia. Mis­
souri. filed petitions with the Commission requeSting Ihat
it be considered lO be a mLLSt-ca.rry station in the COlnmu·
nities of Creenwood, Blue .springs, Lee} Summit, Oak
Grove. OdClSa. Pleasant Hill. Crain Valley, Lake Lolawana
and portions of cass CoUnty, Missouri. all of Which are
served by Jones lntereable Investors, L.P. ("Jones"). An
opposition to these petitions was filed on AUlust 26. 1993,
on behalf of Jones to which KM05-TV responded 01'1
September 13. 1993. Jona filed a reply to KMOS·TV's
response on Setpem ber 22, 1993.

2. Initially, )'''MOS-TV 5tatcs tbatalJ of lhe listed commu·
nities arc served from the same headend. wbich is lotated
in Raymore, Missouri at north latitude 3t'SU'20" Ind west
loncitude 94°26'07", KMOS-lV indicltes that it requested
carriace in each of these communities on Noycmber 25.
1992. but was subsequently informed by Jones on lune 9,
1993 thlt it was not entitled to c:arr\ap since the system's
erincipal hcadeD" ."lS 1000ltd outside of KMO$·D'" pre·
dicled Grade B contour. KMO$-j v lBas that it .... also
infOrmed by Jones thaI lbe stadon did not provide I IOOCI
quality siP'll .t the system's principal headend. While
KM05-lV concedes tAlt Jones's headend at bymore does
indeed fall outside of its Grade B contour.' and that there·
fore KMOS-TV is Dot a "local" sipW with!!) the m.nin,

of Section! of tb. Cable Television Consumer Protection
and Competition Act of 1992. Pub. L. No. 102-385. 106
Stat. 1460 (1992), It points out that all uf the referenceL1
communities du fill within its Crade B COntour and the
people in tbese. communities should be entitled to view all
Joc:aJ broadcast sisnaLs over their cable system. KMOS-TV
IrJUcs thai usinC • cable system', primary beadel1d location
_.the indisptuable determinate for must-e:arry ri&htS makes
a mockery of the 1992 Cable Act, particularly in a situ­
ation such as th!s where the cable system is reEonal in

. composition with a prim heldend at some distance from
the population servec1. soN concludes tUt, reprdless
of the location of Jones's primary heldenel. the system
should be required to carry it in the refereraeed commu­
nities. With reprd 10 the questions raised as to sienal
quality, XMOS-TV utes that it _Is it caD provide ID
aa.alzlabJe slpl at the Raymore beadeDd sUe _ Jonl as
Iwu1ard enliDeeriDc practices are QlCd to receive and pro­
cess Its slpl and 11 Is willinc to work witb Jones In
achievinca JOOd sipI.IJ.

3. In its oppositiOl'l, lones maintains that It b W1disputed
that, due to the location of its primary headend. leMOS-TV
is not entitled to carnap under the provisions of the 1992
Cable Act. It arSUes thlt leMOS-TV's request herein would
require an amcnc1ment 10 tbe Act which is beyond the
authority dtlepted to the Commission. Finally. il StileS
that wbether or not !CMOS-TV's sipllJ is r.ised to suffi­
cient levels to provide a JOOCI quality sipal, the fact re­
maies thlt the urion is not qllllified for must<arry statuS.

4. In response. KMOS-TV submits two independent
enpneerina stuc11~ wbieb indicate that when Ictl.laJ Ler-
rlin fattors are liken jnfO :-"~~~n :tL~,.,dC B sip'!
is sufficient to ruch the jt;tllinf; Oi~ones' primarv
headeDd. Further. after re\'i..,..ina the siplal rec,ption test
Jones conducted on its sipal, KMOS-TV Stites that it feels
that the clltl was, It bal, incomplet. and not conducted
wing stanc1ard enpeerinJ practices. In lilbl of these fac­
ton. leMOS-TV reiterata is request for caniace in the
lisled communities.

S. Jones' reply states that tne 1992 Cable Act requires
thet I sudon's Grtlde B contol.lr, IS defined in ti3.683i1)
of the Commission's R.ules, cover a cable system's principal
bead.net in order to be enritled to mllS1-e:&rry status. Jones
Allues that it is irrelevant that KMOS·TV·s signal strength
is above the required levels for I Grade B station over the
subject cable conuDullities. It IIICrts th.t it is evident from
the contour map submined by !'MOS-TV lhat bymore
does not fall within the station's Orade B contour. Jones
maintains that if KMOS-TV seeks to atablish • chance in
its Crade B contour U must do so in a separate proceeding
winl appropriate and precise actual meuurements to clem·
onstrate the contuur's .ctual pracnce. not the altunative
prediction methodJ it submitted here.

6. We Ire not persuaded by KMOS-T\I's requestS 10 be
considered 1oc&l in tM .bow-raferenced communities.
176.55(b) 'of the Colftillillion's Rul. d.fin. a qUllified

CSR·39i7-M; MOO409
CSR-l99t·M; MOOtS4
CSR-3992·M; MOOl96
CSR-3993-M; M00282
CSR·3994-M; M007Cl2
CSR.·3995-M; MOO328
CSR·3996-M: M00293
CSR·3997.M; M00272
CSR·3998-M; M00402

Released: May 18, 1"4

In re;

Complaint of
Central Missouri
SlIte University apinst
Joncs Intercable
Inwston, LoP.

RequestS for Carri&lc

Adopted: May 3, 1994;

I A. check of our records al50 india. that Raymore is lDore
t1lan 50 milft from 'Idalia. MiIIowti. KMOS·TV·I city of Ji.
cen•.
2 The two IUf"\'t)'5 _,.. pcrlormcel by. l} Til. Sc,..,ica of
Boulder, ColOrado. I division of NTIA. die tJnltld SUlcs De·
panmcn, of Commerce. whieb UM4 cia\l PCnainilll to KMOS·
TV's &:tllal broadcast siptal. factorina in ICUI&I terraill diU 15
eoml'Ued ~ all1vbion uf lh. llnh.c SlAta FWrnmcru.; alld 2)

D.L, MarUI)' A ADociaces or Peoria. Willo!5. "'hleb~ veri5·
Ibl. daa froID KMOS-TV'. brcad~ liana' fattllfcd iD with
&etual terl"liA dl~ &om leopaphiQI coonUnala nonh Iatitl.lde

~
3ID~~~ IOllan~' 94VZ'7'0'7". Ihe IDCltioll of JODes' pri·

Section 13.68'(0 allows for alt,mative predictions wb.re
t'Train in ODt or more Il1recti0111 from tb. IJItClUlI she. deplru I~
wicll!)' fnlln tb. av.rIft elevaLioll of the 3.2 til 16.1 kilometer I

I



, .
noncommercial educational 5Qtion IS either one whose
community of license is loCated within fifty miles of I
cable system's principal ~denc1 or one whose Grade B
service contOl.lr encompades the principal heldend. When
the Commission .dopteQ ilS prescribed prediction method
for the calc\Ll.ation of Cirade 8 contours in the mid-1970s.
it tecOpUzed that the urade B conteUl was not I wall
within which &1.1 scrvices pro~ded by • television station
were confined, and. therefore, the determin.tion of ilS
location by the mOSt precise means available may DOt be
well worth the complication which mipt be involved.
FurtJler, since the coDtour precl.iction method, as pre­
scribed by the Commission, is primarily an administrative
tool, it -=ems clelr that contol.ln shol.lld be located by
means which promote the most efficient aemwstratiOIlQ
i.e., by • relatively simple procedure which produces. .t'
speec1y and uneqwvoc:al result. That policy lUll bolcb tnae
toelay .nd .pparently was the intent of Coqras in the
1992 Cable Act when it cited 173.683(.) as the sole nter-
ence fur C'rade B contour defon it~ons

1. We therefore reject KMOS-TV's assertions th.t. based
upon alternali'9'C Grade B prediction methods. its surion's
ur.de B contour emc:ompasses Jones' Raymore beadel1c1.
Relyin& on the Commission's prescribed predicteQ Orade B
contOllr method. }(MOSoTV does not encompass the
Raymore hcac1enc1 and. therdore. it docs not qualify for
musr-e.arry SLIllUS under tbis criterion in the subject com­
munities.

8. In view of the foregoini. therefore. the 1m Cable Act
does not entitle KMOS-TV to mandatory camale on the
lones cable television system servinl the communities of
Oreen....ood. Blue SprinSS. Lees Summit. Oalc. Orove. Odes­
sa. Pleasant Hill. Grain VaHey. Lake Lota....ana and por·
tions of Can Cou.nt)·, Minouri. and the complainu filed
Au&ust 2, 1993. by Central Missouri Sute University·AIoE
DISMISSED pursuant to authority cielepted punuant to
10.321 of the Commission's Rules and 1615(j)(3) (47
U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934. as amend­
ed.

•,
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KMOS~TV / KCMW-FM

Federal Commuuications Commission

816 543 8863 P.70

FEDERAL COMMUl"oilCATJONS COMMISSION

WilliJIm H. Jnhnson. De?u~' Chief
~ble Se"ices Bureau

I
JlClor. III iDIt&ftca whIte tb. alternative prediction 1Dethod is
IIHc1. it is oec.ssu)' 10 provide supportive informatioA. Tile
Iuppl.mezual information ~lI.irecl includes: cornour dinarlca
u d.terminld by other means. dnc:rip~ioDS of the l:tf'llCeGl&rt
employecl. sample calCUlations. and m.ps of l'teliicted eovtrap

2

whicb should icclude bOth the C:OYCTJI' M pmi,tcd ~ !be..
Naula: metbod and u predicted by tbe IUPP'cmcnul mCl~od
liil!lv .veDt. JODe. did DOl comply fully wilb tbltl reqlAlre­
menu.

._-_._...._._._--_._--«.._------------------------



Federal Communications Commission DA 94.450

FEDERAL CO~~U~ICATI0~S CO~~ISSIO:"

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 10554

In re:

Complaint of Central Missouri
State Unh'ersit)" against
Firsl Cable of Missouri. Inc.

Request for Carriage

CSR·4067·M
M00963

William H. Johnson. Deputy Chief
Cable Se"'ices Bureau

MEMORA.I\;DUM OPINION A."D ORDER

Adopted: ~!a) 4, 1994; Released: May 17,1994

By the Chief. Cable Serv'ices Bureau:

I. On September 20. 1993. a petirion on behalf of Cen·
tral Missouri Stale t.:niversitv. licensee of Station KMOS­
TV (Educ.. Ch. 6). Sedalia. -Missouri. was filed with the
Commission claiming that First Cable of Missouri. Inc.
("firsl Cable"). operator of a cable lelevision system serv­
ing Eugene. Missouri, had declined to carry the station.
even though the Grade B contour of KMOS-TV encom­
passes the system's principal headend at Eugene at Latitude
38°21'30". longitude 92°24'00". and the station is therefore
a "local" signal within the meaning of §5 of the Cable
[elev'ision Consumer Protection and Competition ACt of
1992. Pub. l. No. 102·385. 106 Stat. 1460 (1992). KMOS·
TV requests that the Commission not only order First
Cable to car~' its signal on the cable system. but also order
that the system carry it on Channel 6, the channel on
...·hich it broadcasts over-the·air. No opposition to "this
petition has been filed. "I

2. KMOS·TV·s petition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Eugene system and it has requested carriage
on its over-the·air broadcast channel. as it is permitted to
do under Section 5 of the 1992 Cable Act. Since no Other
pleadings have been filed in this maller, the complaint
filed September 20. 1993. by Central Missouri State Uni·
versity IS GRANTED. in accordance with 16150)(3) (47
U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934. as amend­
ed. and First Cable of Missouri. Inc. IS ORDERED to
commence carrialt of KMOS·TV on cable channel 6 forty·
five (45) davs from the release date of this Ordtr. This
action is taken by the Chief. Cable Services Bureau. pursue
ant to authority delegated by 10.321 of the Commission's
Rules.

I KMOS.TV Slates in its pttilion th:11 First C:lble offerrcl to
suppl~ A·S swilches to its subscribers in liru of carr)'in, thr
Slation. "~IOS·TV informed them that this "'as unaccrptable.

1

but did offer to cxtend cxtra time for the 5vstrm to add Ihr
siana!. No responw to KMOS·TV·s 5U&&"lion ;"as recri'rd.



Federal Communications Commission DA 94·447

FEDERAL CO~\1L'NICATIO!"SCO!'Yi\1)SSIO~

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

In re:

Complaint of Central Missouri
Stlte University against
First Cable of Missouri. Inc.

Request for Carriage

CSR-4068-~

M00933

William H. Johnson. Deputy Chief
Cable Services Bureau

MEMORANDUM OPINION ASD ORDER

Adopted: May 4, 1994; Released: Ma)' 17, 1994

By the Chief, Cable Sen'ices Bureau:

I. On September 20. 1993. a petition on behalf of Cen·
tral Missouri Stale Universily, licensee of Station KMOS­
TV lEduc., Ch. 6), Sedalia, Missouri. was filed with the
Com',nission claiming that First Cable of Missouri, Inc.
I"First Cable"). operalor of a cable television s)'stem sen­
ing Syracuse, Missouri, had declined to carry the station,
even though the Grade B contour of KMOS-TV encom­
passes the system's principal headend at Syracuse at lati­
tude 3S040'OO". Longitude 92°52'30", and the station is
therefore a "local" signal within the meaning of i5 of the
:able Television Consumer Protection and Competition
Act of 1992. Pub, L. No. 102-385, 106 Star. 1460 (19921.
KMOS·TV requests that the Commission not only order
First Cable to carT)' its signal on the cable system, but also
order that the system carry it on Channel 6. the channel
on which it broadcasts over-the-air. No opposition to this
petition has been filed. I

2. KMOS-TV's petition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Syracuse system and it has requested car­
riage on its over-the·air broadcast channel. as it is
permitted to do under Section 5 of the 1992 Cable Act.
Since no other pleadings have been filed in this mauer, the
complaint filed September 20, 1993. b) Central Missouri
State University IS GRANTED, in accordance ""jth
16150)(3) (47 U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of
1934. as amended. and First Cable of Missouri, Inc. IS
ORDE.RED to commence carriage of KMOS-TV on cable
channel {) forty- five (45) days from the release date of this
Drdt'. This Iction is taken by the Chief. Cable Services
Bureau. pursuant to authority delepted by 10.321 of the
Commission's Rules.

I KMOS.TV SI.lri in its ptlition th., FiBt C'3hlt nfftrtd 10

supply A·S switches to its subscribers in lieu IIf C3rr~ in~ Iht
St.,ion. KMOS-TV informtd thtm that thi, .. ;I, un3C'l'1'13blt.

1

but did off,r to cxttnd utr. timt for the S\lSttm to 3dd tht
si,n.l. No rfspense to KMOS·TV's sU&&fstion ;"as ftCfivtd.



Federal Communications Commission DA 94·Hl

Before the
Federal Communications Communications

Washington. D.C. 10554

In re:

FEDERAL CO\{\{C~ICATIOSSCO\{\{ISSIO~

William H Johnson. Deputy Chief

Cable Services Bureau

Complaint of Central Missouri
State University against
first Cable of ~isso\1ri, Inc.

Req\1tst for Carriage

CSR·406Q·M
M00931

MEMORASDl.iM OPIJlll0N A~D ORDER

Adopted: Ma)' 4, 1994; Released: !\1ay 17. 1994

B~ the Chief. Cable Senices Bureau:

1. On September :!O. 19Q3. a petition on behalf of Cen·
tral "iissouri Stale University. licensee of Station KMOS·
TV lEduc .. Ch. 6>. Sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the
Commi~ion claiming [hat First Cable of Missouri. Inc.
("First Cable"). operator of a cable television system sen'
ing Clarl<.sburg. Missouri. had deClined to carl")' the station.
even though the Grade B contour of KMOS·TV encom·
passes the system's principal headend at Clarl<.sb\1rg at Lati·
'ude 38°39'33", Longitude Q:03Q·~8''. and the station is
,herefore a "local" signal within the meaning of ~5 of the
Cable Television Consumer Protection and Competition
Act of 1992. Pub, L. No, 10:,385. 106 Stat 1460 (1992)
K"iOS-TV requests that the Commission not only order
First Cable to carry its signal on the cable system, but also
order that the system carry it on Channel 6. the channel
on v'ihich it broadcasts o\'er·the-air. ~o opposition to this
petition has been filed, I

2, KMOS·TV·s petition eStablishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Clarl<.sburg system and it has requested
carriage on its over·the-air broadcast channel. as it is
permilled to do under Section 5 of the 199: Cable Act
Since no other pleadings have been filed in this matter. the
complaint filed September :20, 1993. by Central Misso\1ri
State University IS GRA1'OTED. in accordance with
1615(j)(3) (47 U.s.C. 535) of the Comm\1nications Act of
1934. IS amended. and First Cable of Missouri. Inc. IS
ORDERED to commence carriage of KMOS·TV on cable
channel 6 forty-five (45) days from the release date of this
Ordtr. This aClion is taken by the Chief. Cable Services
B\1rea\1. pursuant to authority de legated b~ .0.32) of the
Commission's Rules,

I K~OS.TV Stites in itS petilion that First (,~~Ir "rrrred to
suppl~ A·B slloitches to its sub~ribrrs in lieu "f .. ~rr~ in~ the
stltion. K~OS-TV informed them that thl' IIoJ_ lIn:lccrl'l~hle.

1

but did offer 10 Clltend exIra time for Ihe system to add the
silnal. "0 response to KMOS·TV·s sugcstion ;"15 received,



Federal Communications Commission

MEMORA.,onL'M OPINJOS AfII"D ORDER

By the Chief. Cable Ser\'ices Bureau

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

1. On September 20. 1993. a petition on behalf of Cen·
tral Missouri State University, licensee of Station KMOS­
TV (Educ.. Ch, 6). Sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the
Commission claiming chal Lake Cable, Inc. ("Lake"). opere
atorof a cable television system sen'ing Tan-Tar·A. Mis·
souri, had declined to carry the station. even though the
Grade B contour of KMOS·TV encompasses "the system's
principal headend at Tan·Tar·A'" and the station is there·
fore a "local" signal ....ithin the meaning of is of the Cable
relevision Consumer Protection and Competition ACI of
1992. Pub. L, !"\o 102·385, 106 Stal. 1460 (1992), KMOS·
TV requests that the Commission not only order Lake to
carry its signal on the cable system. but also order that the
system carry it on Channel 6. the channel on which it
broadcasts over-the·air. No opposition to this petition has
been filed.

2. In support of its petition. KM05-TV states thaI its
request for carriage on the Tan-Tar·A system .... as denied b)
Lake on June 17, 1993. because Lake did not believe chat
KMOS·!V's Grade B contour encompassed its headend
and. further. that the system was already carrying a quali·
fied NCE station. KOZK lEduc .. Ch. 21). Springfield. Mis­
souri, whose Grade B contour did co\'er the system.
KMOS·TV indicates that it commissioned an independent
consulting firm 2 to corroborate the Grade B radius of each
station. That study. it maintains. indicates that the Grade B
contour of KMOS-TV does indeed encompass the Tan­
Tar-A system while that of KOZK does not. However,
KMOS·TV states Lake has still not added its signal.

3, While we cannot accept the findinp IS to the accuracy
of the Grade B contour survey commissioned by KMOS­
TV without verifying whether the methodolo~ used meets
with that accepted by the Commission. our own analysis,
within the information available. appears to indicate that
the Tan-Tar·A headend lies within both KMOS·TV·s and
KOZK's Grade B contours, We note that in its letter

FEDERAL COMMU~ICATIO~SCOMMISSIO~

William H. Johnson. Deputy Chief
Cable Services Bureau

refusing carriage, Lake ciled its carriage of KOZK and
§S(c) of the 1991 Cable Act as its reasons for denial.
Section SIC) states that a cable system "shall not be re­
quired to carry the signal of any additional qualified local
noncommercial educational television slations affiliated
..... ith the same network if the programming of such addi­
tional stations is substantially duplicated by Ihe program­
ming of the qualified local noncommercial educational
television station receiving carriage." However, beyond a
vague assertion that KMOS-TV duplicates KOZK. Lake has
pro\'ided no showing to the Commission to substantiate its
claim. Absent such a showing. or any other valid reason.
""e cannot conclude thai KMOS·TV is not a musl-carl')'
station on the Tan-Tar-A s)·stem.

4. KMOS·TV's petition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Tan-Tar·A system and it has requesled
carriage on its over-the·air broadcast channel. as it is
permined to do under is of the 1992 Cable Act. Since no
other pleadings have been filed in this matter. the com­
plaint filed September 20. 1993. by Central Missouri Slate
University IS GRANTED. in accordance with i6)SljIl3)
(47 U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934. as
amended, and Lake Cable. Inc. IS ORDERED to com­
mence carriage of K:-.10S·TV on cable channel 6 fony·five
{~S) days from the release date of Ihis Order, This aClion is
taken by the Chief. Cable Services Bureau. pursuanl to
authorit) delegated pursuant to ~u.3~1 of the Commission's
Rules.

CSR·~07o-M

M00498

Released: May 17,1994

Request for Carriage

In re:

Complaint of Central Missouri
State University against
Lake Cable. Inc.

Adopted: May 4, 1994;

.--- I \\-t nOIe that Lakt has nOI provided its hudend coordinatts
to KMOS-Tv I! requirtd b) 17b.~!l(b) of the Rules, despite
KMOS·TV's leun of MI)' 1'7. 19C1~ rtqufStinl clrriap. Since no
formal opposilion to KMOS·TV's complaint h:1S been filed. wt

aCtept petitioner's conclusion Ihat 1.:Il.e'~ heaclencl for Ini, ,~,.
tem is located .t Tan·T.r- .... MisM)uri.
l D.L. Markle) l!l MsociatfS. Inc,

1



Federal Communications Commission DA 94-448

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. %0554

In re:

FEDERAL CO~~C~ICATIOSS CO~1~ISSI0:-\

William H. Johnson. Deputy Chief
Cable Services Bureau

Complainl of Central Missouri
State University against
First Cable of Missouri. Inc.

Request for carriage

CSR-40n'M
M009b5

MEMORA.'iDLlM OPISION ASD ORDER

Adopted: May 4, 1994; Released: May 1'7,1994

By the Chief. Cable Services Bureau:

1. On September 20. 1993. a petition on behalf of Cen­
tral Missouri State University. licensee of Station KMOS­
TV (Educ.. Ch. 6). Sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the
Commission claiming that First Cable of Missouri. Inc.
("First Cable"). operator of a cable television system ser.··
ing Harrisburg. Missouri. had declined to carry the station.
even though the Grade B contour of KMOS·TV encom­
passes the system's principal headend at Harrisburg at Lati·
tude 39°08'30". Longitude 92°27'30". and the station is

,.herefore a "local" signal \liithin the meaning of §5 of the
Clble Television Consumer Protection and Competition
Act of 1992. Pub. L. No. 102·385. lOb Stat. 1460 (1992).
KMOS·TV requests that the Commission nOI only order
First Cable to carry its signal on the cable system. but also
order that the system carT}' it on Channel 6. the channel
on which it broadcasts over-the·air. No opposition to this
petition has been filed.'

2. KMOS·TV·s petition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Harrisburg system and it has requested
carriage on its o\·er·the·air broadcast channel. as it is
permitted to do under Section 5 of the 199:2 Cable Act.
Since no other pleadinp have been filed in this mailer. the
complaint filed September 20. 1993. by Cenrral Missouri
State University IS GRANTED. in accordance with
16150)(3) (47 U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of
1934. IS amended. and First Cable of Missouri. Inc. IS
ORDERED to commence carriage of KMOS-TV on cable
channel 6 forty· five (45) days from the release date of this
O,dtr. This let ion is tlken by the Chief. Cable Services
Bureau. pursuant to authority delegaled by 10.321 of the
Commission's Rules.

I KMOS.TV staIn in ils pelition thaI Finl Cable offered 10
supply A-B s"'itthn to iu subscribers in lieu of carrying Ihe
Slalion. KMOS·TV informfd Ihem Ihal Ihis was unacceptable.

1

but did offer 10 extend extra lime for Ihe svstem 10 add Ihe
si~nal. No response 10 KMOS·TV·, sugestion ;"15 received.



Federal Communications Commission DA 9HSI

FEDERAL COMMUl'lCATIOSS CO~~ISSIOS

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

In re:

Complaint of Central Missouri
Sta:e Uni\ersit) against MW·l
CableSystems. Incorporated VSA
Cablesystems. Inc.

Request for Carriage

CSR·~Oi8·M

MOOiQO

William H. Johnson. Deputy Chief
Cable Sen ices Bureau

ME!t10RASDt"M OPISION and ORDER

Adopted: Ma)' 5. 1994; Released: June 15. 1994

B) the Chief. Cable Senices Bureau:

1. On Seplemer ~l. lQQ3. a petition on hehalf of Central
Missouri State Uni\ersitv. licensee of Station KMOS·TV
lEduc .• Ch. 6). Sedalia Missouri. ""as filed \I.'ith the Com·
mission claiming tha, M\\'·I CableSyslems. Incorporat·
ed'USA Cables)stems. Inc, ("MW·I") operator of a cable
tele\ision s)'Stem serving Chilhowee. Missouri. had de·
clined to carry the station. e\'en though the Grade B con·
tour of KMOS·TV encompasses the system's principal
'leadend at Chilho\l.ee 1 and the stalion is therefore a "10'
..I" signal \I.'ilhin the meaning of i5 of the Cable Tele\i·

~ion Consumer Protection and Competition Act of IQQ~.
Pub, L. No, 10~·385. 100 SIaL l~oO (IQq~I, KMOS·TV·s
requests that the Commission not only order MW·I to
carr)' its signal on the cable s)'stem. but also order that the
s\'Stem earn it on Channel o. the channel on \I.'hich it
broadcasts o\"er·the-air. 1'0 opposlion to this petition has
~n filed, .

2. KMOS-T'''s petition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the MV..'·\ cable system and it has requested
carriage on its over·the·air broadcast channel. as it is per·
mited to do under ~5 of the 19Q2 Cable Act. Since no
other pleadings have been filed in this matter. the Com·
plaint filed September 11. 1993 by Central Missouri State
l:niversit), IS GR.A='TED. in accordance -..dth i615 (j) (3)
Hi U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of IQ3~. as
amended, and MW·l CableSystems. Incorporated'l:SA
Cablesystems. Inc. IS ORDERED to commence carriage of
KMOS·TV on cable channel 6 forty·five I~S) days from the
release date of Ihis ORDER. This let ion is taken by the
Chief. Clble Services Bureau. pursuanl 10 delegated IU'
Ihorll) delepted b)' 10.321 of the Commission's Rules.

. \\r n('lle that \1\\·1 ha~ not "rl'l\ided its hcadend 'oordinatrs
10 I(MOS·T\· as rrquired by i':n.~l\(bl of tht Rulrs. despite
1("OS·T\,·s Itllrr rttei\ed by M\\·) on M3y I!'. IQQ~. rrqunt·

1

int: ,arria~e. Sin" no oflpositian to KMOS·T\"~ 'om,,13:r.• ha,
brrn filtd. "'e ."tpl petitiunrr's '('Inclusion thaI ?II\\ -1 __
hudend for thi~ system is loe.trd II Chilhn..rr. \1is~uri.



Federal Communications Commission DA·94·503

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

In re:

Complainl of Central Missouri
State University against Tristar
Cable, Incorporated

Request for Carriage

CSR·4079
M00970

William H. Johnson, Deputy Chief

Cable Services Bureau

MEMORANDlJ'M OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: Ma)' 5, 1994; Released: May 31, 1994

B)' the Chief. Cable Services Bureau:

1. On September 21. 1993. a petition on behalf of Cen­
tral Missouri State University. licensee of Station KMOS­
TV (Educ.. Ch. 6). Sedalia. Missouri, was filed with the
Commission claiming that Tristar Cable. Incorporated
("Tristar"). operator of a cable television s)stem sening
Cenler\ie'll.'. Missouri. had declined to carry Station KMOS­
TV. even though the Grade B contour of Station KMOS·
TV encompasses the system's principal headend at
Centeniew l and lhe station is therefore a "local" signal
\I.. ithin the meaning of §5 of the Cable Television Con­
sumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992. Pub, L
:-';0, 102-385. 106 Stal. 1460 (1992), Slation KMOS-TV
requests that the Commission not only order Tristar to
carry its signal on 1he cable system. but also order that lhe
s\'stem carp.. it on Channel 6. the channel on which it
b'roadcaSlS over-the-air. No Opposilion to this petition has
been filed. Station KMOS-TV's petition establishes that it is
entitled to carriage on the Tristar cable system and it has
requested carriage on its over-the-air broadcast channel. as
it is permitted to do under §5 of the 1992 Cable Act. Since
no other pleadings have been filed in this maller, the
Complaint filed Seplember 21. 1993 by Central Missouri
Stale Universit\ IS GRANTED. in accordance with
1615(j)(3) (47 U.s.c. 535) of the Communications Act of
1934. as amended. and Tristar Cable, Incorporated IS OR­
DERED to commence carriage of Station KMOS·TV on
cable channel 6 forty-five (45) days from the release of this
ORDER. This action is taken by the Chief. Cable Services
Bureau. pursuant to authority delegated by 10.321 of the
Commission's Rules.

I \\<e note thaI Tristar has not provided its htadend coordi·
Jlalts to Slalion KMOS-TV as required by '7b.~8(b) of the
Rules. despite Slation KMOS·TV·s letter of June 3. 1993. re­
questing carriage. Since no opposition to Station KMOS-TV's

1

complaint has been filed .....e accepl petitioner's conclusion that
Tristar's headend for this system is located 3t Centervie.... Mis­
souri.



Federal Communications Commission

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 10554

In re:

DA 94-501

Complaint of Centrlll Missouri
State University against Tiger
Cable Systems. Incorporated

Request for Carriage

CSR-40So-M
M00976

MEMORANDUM OPI1'10N and ORDER

Adopted: Ma)' 5, 1994; Released: May 31, 1994

By the Chief. Cable Services Bureau:

I. On September 21. 1993. a petition on behalf of Cen­
tral Missouri State University. licensee of Station KMOS­
TV (Educ .. Ch 6). Sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the
Commission claiming that Tiger Cable Systems. Incorpo­
rated ("Tiger"). operator of a cable lelevision system serv­
ing Macks Creek. Missouri. had declined to carry Station
KMOS-TV. even though the Grade B contour of Station
KMOS-TV encompasses the system's principal headend al
Macks Creek I and the station is therefore a "local" signal
within the meaning of §5 of the Cable Television Con­
sumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992. Pub. L.
No. 102·385. 106 SIal. 1460 (1992). Station KMOS-TV
requests that the Commission not only order Tiger to carry
its signal on the cable system. but also order that the
system carry it on Channel 6. the channel on which it
broadcasts o\er·the-air. :"0 opposition to this petition has
been filed. Station KMOS·TV·s petition establishes that it is
entitled to carriage on the Tiger cable system and it has
requested carriage on its over-the·air broadcast channel. as
it is permilled to do under §5 of the 1992 Cable Act. Since
no other pleadings have been filed in this matter. the
Complaint filed September 21. 1993 by Central Missouri
State L'niversit\ IS GRANTED. in accordance 1l.·ith §615
0)(31 (4; U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934.
as amended. and Tiger Cable Systems. Incorporated IS
ORDERED to commence carriage of Station KMOS·TV on
cable channel 6. fony-five (45) days from the release of this
ORDER. This action is taken by the Chief. Cable Services
Bureau. pursuant to authority delegated b) 10.311 of the
Commission's Rules.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

William H. Johnson. Deput) Chief
Cable Services Bureau

I ""'e note that Tiier h3S not provided its hudend coordinates
to Station KMOS·TV as required by §ib.51l(b) of the Rules.
despitr Station KMOS·Tv·s leller received by Tiler on May 17.

1

199~ requestinl carriage. Since no opposition to Station KMOS­
TV's complaint has been filed. we accept petitioner's conclusion
that Tiler's headend is located at Macks Creek. Missouri.



Federal Communications Commission

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

In re:

OA-94-500

Complaint of Central Mis~uri

State University against
Osage Communications
Incorporated

Request for Carriage

CSR-4081-M
~m0283

MEMORA!lJDt:"M OPISIOS A.__D ORDER

Adopted: May 5, 1994; Released: June 7, 1994

B~ the Chief. Cable Senices Bureau:

1. On September 21. 1993. a petition on behalf of Cen­
tral Missouri State University. licensee of Station KMOS­
TV (Educ., Ch. 6). Sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the
Commission claiming that Osage Communications Incor­
porated ("Osage"). operator of a cable tele\'ision system
serving Buckner. Missouri. had declined to carry Station
KMOS-TV. even though the Grade B contour of Station
KMOS-TV encompasses the system's principal headend at
Bucker.t and the station is therefore a "local" signal within
:he meaning of §5 of the Cable Tele\'ision Consumer Pro­
tection and Competition ACl of 1992. Pub. L. No. 102-385.
106 Stat. 1460 (1992). Station KMOS·TV requests that the
Commission not only order Osage to cart")' its signal on the
cable system. bUI also order that the system carr)' it on
Channel 6. the channel on ""hich it broadcasts o\er-lhe·air.
No opposition 10 this petition has been filed. Station
KMOS-TV's petition establishes that it is entitled to car­
riage on its o..er-Ihe·air broadcast channel. as it is
permitted to do under i5 of the 1992 Cable Act. Since no
other pleadings have been filed in this matter, the Com­
plainl filed September 21. 1993, by Central Missouri State
lJnh'ersit) IS GRA!"TED. in accordance ""ith f615(j)(3)
(47 U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934. as
amended. and Osage Communications Incorporated IS OR·
DERED to commence carriage of Station K~OS·TV on
cable channel 6. forty-five (45) days from the release of this
ORDER. This action is taken by the Chief. Cable Services
Bureau. pursuant to authority delepted by 10.321 of the
Commission's Rules.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

William H. Johnson. Deput} Chief
Cable Sen'ices Bureau

I Wt nott th31 OUSt has not pro\ idrd iu hr3dtnd coordin3lts
1(\ Station I<.MOS-TV as required b~' lib.~~ of the Rules. despite
51ation 1<.\10S·T\"s leIter of Ma) 28. lQq3. rrqUt5lina carriaif·

1

Since nt'l op~tion to Stalion K\10S-TV's cClmplaint h3~ bern
filed. 'We accrpt prtitioner's conclusion thaI OS3':r'S hradrnd i,
lcc.ltd a. Buckner. Missouri.
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Federal Communications Commission DA·93-lS96

MEMORANDUM OPISIOS ASD ORDER

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington. D.C. 10554

I. On December 4. 1992. the manc1atory carriage pro,,·j­
sions of the Cable Tele\ision Consumer Protection and
Competition ACl of 199:!. Puh. L. No. IO:!-385. 106 Stat.
1..60 (199:!). became effective for certain noncommercial
educational stations. On April :!. 199.'. Channel 5 Puhlic
Broadcasting. Inc .. licensee of Television Broadcast Station
KI"PB (Educ. Channel 5). Reno. Nevada. filed a complaint
with the Commission requesling cal nage by WestS tar Ca­
ble. operator of a cahle "y,tem serving Truckee. California.
According to Kf'PB. its Grade B conlOur encompasses the
principal headend of V,estSlar Cable at Truckee. and this
communit ... is also withil1 fifl" miles of Reno. Therefore.
KNPB staies thaI it is entitled 10 carriage by WestStar
Cable. pur,uanl to §5 of the 199:! Cable Act.

2. On April 16. 1993. WestStar Communications I
("WestStar") filed an "Opposition" 10 K:"PB's request stat­
ing that it is willing 10 Cllrry the station once KI"PB
deli ...ers. pursuant to ~5(g)(·1l of the 199:! Cable Act. a
consistent and satisfactory qUlllity signal to the cable sys­
tem's principal headend. ",hich We"tStar states is actulllly
on lOp of Want Peak at Alpine Meatlows. According 10

WestStar. Kl'PB hllS been aware of this prohlem for at least
a year and pre\iously sent one of its engineers to Ward
Peak to monitor the signal. Furthermore. on April I·t
1993. at 2:00 pm P.D.T.. Stan Mendes. WestSlar's Chief
Technician. found thaI KNPB's signal strength was less
than ·64 dBm at the Ward Peak headend. AI the same
time. Mr. Mendes also measured the signal strength of a
translator at -55 dBm on Channel 54. which rebroadcasts
KNPB from Pea\line Mountain. WestStar notes that these
results are belo'II, the standards set in the 19Q2 Cable Act
for commercial UHF and VHF signals. and concludes that
KNPB's petition must. therefore. be denied.

3. Section 6151g)(4) of the Communications Act of 1934.
as amended. states that "a cahle operator shall not be
required to carry the signal of any qualified local

In re:

Complaint of Channel 5

Public Broadcasting, Inc.,
against WestStar Cable

Request for Carriage

Adopted: July 13. 1993

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

CSR·3799·M

CA0730

Released: Jul)' 13. 1993

noncommercial educational television station which does
not deliver to the cable system's pr.incipa~ headend a signal
of good quality or a baseband Video SIgnal, as may be
defined by the Commission." 47 U.~.~. 535(g)(4). Because
the cable operator is in the best posItion to know whether
a given NCE station is providing a good quality signal to
the system's principal headend. we believe that the initial
burden of demonstrating the lack of a good quality signal """
appropriately falls on the cable operator. .In meeting this
burden. the cable operator must show that It has used good
engineering practices, as defined below. to measure the
signal delivered to the headend.

4. With respect to the standard to be used to determine
what constitutes a "good quality" signal, we note that the
1992 Cable Act failed to set a standard for either VHF or
UHF non-commercial stations. However. the 19Q:! Cable
Act did adopt a standard for determining the availability of
VHF and UHF commercial stations at a cable system's
headend. To establish the availability of a VHF commercial
station's signal. the 1992 Cable Act set out a standard of -49
dBm at a cable system's headend. A standard of -..5 dBm
was eSlablished for UHF commercial station signals. Con­
sistent with Congress' guidllnce with respect to VHF and
UHF commercial station a\ailahility. we see no reason nOQ
to utilize the same standards as prima facie tests to initially
determine. absent other evjtlence. 'I/o'hether VHF or UHF
non-commercial stations place adequate signal levels o ...er a
cable system's principal headend.

S. In this instance. WestStar determined KNPB's sig-nal
strength 10 be belo'" the reyuisite level for a VHF cnmmCf'­
!:ial station. We find. howe...er. thaI the cable syslem~
to follow generall ... acce table en ineerin )ractices in
makIng ItS etermlnlltion. 0 etermlne whether a certain
le\'el of signal is present. it is necessary to suhmit a series
of mea~urements. not just one. as WestStar did. Generally.
if the te"t results are less than -55 dBm for a VHF station.
"'-e belie\e that jIJ least &UH relldil1gs must be taken o\;er a
twp hour period. Where the initial retldings lire between
-55 dBm and --19 dBm. inclusi\e. we helie\e that the
reauings shl)uhl be laken over a.14. hour period. with
mea,urements no more lhan -I hours apart to estahlish
relillhle test results.' In addition to lhe information re­
quired hy our rule" to he furnished to the affected station
"'hen there is a dispute o"er signal level measurements.~ ca­
hie operlltMS are expecled 10 employ sound engineerin~

measuremenl practices. Therefore. signal strength sUT\eys-'
should. at a minimum. include the following: 1) specific
make and model numbers of the eLjuipment used. as "'ell
as its age and mosl recent date(s) of calibration: 2) descrip­
tionls) of the characterislics of the equipment used. such as
anlenna ranges and radiation patterns: 3) heighl of the
antenna ahove ground level and whether the antenna was
properly oriented: and 4) weather conditions and time of
day \a.'hen the tests were done. When measured against
these criteria. we conclude that the ttst suhm jJled by
WestStit is jnsufficient to demonstrate that KNPB's signal
is nOI of "good quality" at the cable system's headenu.

I For UHF·TV sl:llions. if the lest r~uhs arc less than -SI
dBm. we believe that al le3S! four rC:ldings must be I:lken over a
1""0 hour period. Where the inili31 rC:ldjn~5 arc bet""een -51
dBm and .-1:,\ dBm. inclusive. we belic\'e that Ihe readinp
should be lal-fn o"er a 2~·hour period wilh measurements not

1

more than four hours apart to establish reliablt ItSt r~sulh

~ Su ~C1ion ifl.n 1 of tht Commi)siun's Rules.
3 Fitld str~nl;th mr:lsurtm~nts for the d~l~rminalion of Gr:ldt
B contours sh:lll foil 0"-' Ihe proc~dures WI forth in §i~.h"(l of
Iht Commission's Rules.
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6. Accordingly, the petition filed April 2, 1993, by Chan­
nel S Public Broadcasting, Inc., licensee of Station KNPB
IS GRANTED, pursuant to 1615(j)(3) (47 U.S.C. 535) of
the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, and
WestStar Communications I IS ORDERED to commence
carriage of Station KNPB forty-six (46) days from the re­
lease date of this Order unless WestStar submits the en

u
gineering data required herein to support its assertion of
poor signal quality from KNPB at WestStar's principal
headend. This action is taken by the Chief, Mass Media
Bureau, pursuant to authority delegated by 10.283 of the
Commission's Rules.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Roy J. Stewart
Chief, Mass Media Bureau

/'



Federal Communications Commission Do\. 93-1602

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C, 20554

In re;

Complaint of Coast Community
College District against
Century Southwest Cable
Television

Request for Carriage

3. KOCE·TV\ petitinn e~(:Ibti,he, rhat II i, (n!:lled I"

carriage on Ihe Los .~ngel~s and Redond\) Beach ,\,te:,,,
Since no other pleadings have been filed in lhi~ mailer. the
complaint filed August :7. IClQ3. by Coa~t Communll\
College District IS GRA:"TED. in accordance ~llh
§61S(jU3l (-47 L·Se. ~S351 of the Communication~ Act nf
193-4. as amended. and CentuT\ South""'est Canle Teie\ iSlnn
IS ORDERED to commence ·carriage of KOCE·T\ il'r!\'
fi\'e (45 I davs from the release date of this Order. Th'b
action is taken by the Chief. ~1ass Media Bureau. pursuant
to authorilY delegated by ~O.:l83 of the COmm1>Sll)n's
Rules.

fEDERAL COMMt.::"ICATIOSS COM~lSSIO:"

MIMORASDL~OPISIOS ASD ORDER

Adopted: December 23, 1993: Released: Februar)' 4, 1994

Roy J. Slewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

By the Chief, ~ass Media Bureau:

1. On August 27, 1993. a petition on behalf of Coast
Community College District. licensee of Station KOCE·TV
lEduc.. Ch. 501. Huntington Beach. California. ""'as filed
v..ith the Commission claiming that Centur)' Southwest Ca·
ble Tele\ision ("Century" I. operator of cable television sys·
tems serving Santa Monica. West Los Angeles. Beverly
Hills,West Hollvwood. Redondo Beach. Marina Del Rev.
Eagle Rock. Van Suys and Bell Canyon. California. had
declined to carry the station. even though the city of
license of KOCE·TV is within fift\ miles of the svstems'
principal headends al Los .~ngeles and Redondo Beach I

and the station is therefore a "local" signal ""'ithin the
meaning of §5 of the Ca~le Television Consumer Prolec­
tion and Competition Act of 1992. Pun. L. So. 102·385.
106 Slat. 1460 (1992). ~o opposition 10 this petition has
been filed.

2. In support of ilS petition. KOCE·TV states that il has
repeatedly requested carriage from Century (as well as the
systems' pre\'ious owner) from as far back as Apri I 18.
1989 without result despile the fact that KOCE-TV is car·
ried on systems surrounding Centur)·s. KOCE·TV argues

. that this makes it impossible for ilS ~ignal 10 be received by
Century's more than 150.000 subSl.:ribers, many of whom
inquire as to why KOCE-TV's signal is unavailable. In
lellers dated April 29, 1993 and May I. 1993 from Century,
KOCE·TV indicates that it was ad"'ised "that inadequate
signal Strength and'or copyright liability may ad"ersely af·
fect your must carry rightS on the system." KOCE·TV
states, however. that Century supplies no signal strength
measurements for the subject systems to substantiate its
claims.~ KOCE·TV maintains that its o.....n tests indicate that
adequate signal strength is present for both headends. In
the event it is not, KOCE·TV assertS that it will provide a
reasonable rCl:eiving antenna and amplification equipment.

I CentuT)' .rves the listed communities from twO .parate
heac1ends. The fint wrves the communities surroundini Los
An&ela (Santa Moni!:a, Wesl Los Angeles. Beverly HillS/West
Holl~ood. Marina del Rey. Ea.le Rock. V:ln Sul's and Bell
Canyon •. and is located at Latitude J~lIl1l'~J". Lllngiluc1e
118°27'49". The .cond .rves Redondo Bexh :lnd i\ hxated II

1

Latitude 33°!O'!O". LoDlituc1e Illl~2·~2".
2 KOCE.TV points oln I silnll 5trcnl,h sho"..inalhal Centulj
included with its May I, IQQ3 Ie tier reprdin& ilS systcm in
Ventura, California. H01l/ewr. "'DeE.TV staltS. it has not reo
qutSted !:arrial' in Ventura.



FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2055<4

NOV I 7 1993

Nancy Dobbs, President
Rural California Broadcasting Corppration
5850 LaBath Avenue
Rohnert Park, California 94928

IN REPLY REFER TO:

4620-PP

In re: Rural California Broadcasting
Corporation

(KRC3-TV) /
CSR-3876-M
CSR-3877-M.....

Dear Ms. Dobbs:

On July 2, 1993, you filed petitions for declaratory ruling, on .
behalf of Rural California Broadcasting Corporation, licensee of
Station KRCB-TV (Educ., Ch. 22), Cotati, California, claiming
that Viacom Cable had declined to carry KRCB-TV on its systems
serving Geyser Peak and Big Rock, California. Subsequently, by
letter dated October 25, 1993, you requested dismissal of these
petitions as Viacom has agreed to carry the station on both
systems.

In view of the foregoing, pursuant to SO.283 of the Commission's
Rules, the petitions for declaratory ruling, filed July 2, 1992,
are dismissed.

Sincerely,

Ronald Parver
Chief, Technical Services Branch
Cable Services Division
Mass Media Bureau

cc: George H. Shapiro, Esq.
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MnfORASDl~l OPISIOS ASD ORDER

B~ the Chief. Cable Sef\il:es Bureau:

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

I. On :"o\ember 2~. 1993. a petition for reconsideration
was filed. on behalf of Americable International. Inc.
t"Americable"). operator of a cable ,ystem serving ~are

Island. California. Amencahle rel.juests that the Commis·
sion reconsiJer its OClober 12. 1903. action I ordering the
~!are Island S\'qem to carn StatiM KRCB·TV lEduc.. Ch.
:21. Cotati. California. A petition 10 deny this petition "'as
fileJ December 2. 1993. on behalf uf KRCB·TV.

2. In support of itS requesl. Americable ~tates that il
leVer received a nOlice reque..ting carriage from KRCB·TV
nor "'as it .;ened lA:ith a cop~ of the complaint filed wilh
the Commi"lun_ Indeed. it mainlains Ihat it) firsl knowl·
ed~e of KRCB·TV·s request ..,.-as ..,.-hen it ""as served a copy
of the Orlier aduptc,1 on October 12. 1QQ3. Since KRCB·
TV did not fulfill the requirements of p6.5tlla)( 11 of the
Commission's Rule, in furmally requesting carriage.
Americable argues that it had no opportunity to respond
on it> ,''''n t-ehalf. Further. Ameri~ahle avers that KRCB·
TV faib \l) deli\er a good l.luality ,ignal 10 its sy~tem's

principal headend. Americable condude~. therefore. that it
is not required to add KRCB·TV to its Mare Island system.

3. In its pewion to deny. KRCB·TV submits a copy of its
letter requesting carriage on Americable's Mare Island sys·
tem. as .... ell as a certified mail receipt indicating that it .....·as
recei\'ed al the s~stem's headquarters. KRCB-TV contends.
therefore. that its right to carriage on the Mare island
s\stem has been established. In addition. KRCB·TV main­
tiin~. nor only is Americable's allegation of poor signal
qualit~ unsub~tanliated. it is also o\erdue. As it belie\es
that its signal is re~ei\'ablt at the s~'slem's hea~tend. KRCB·
TV requests that the Commission apin order Americable
to ~arry ils station.

~. We are not persuaded hy the Irgumenls raised by
l\meri~able. KRCB·TV has adequatel~ sho"'n thai it for­
mally requesteJ carriage on the ~are island system by
letter daled ~ovember 11. I99:!. Further. our records in·

dicale thai :\mericahle "'1I~ ..er\ed a copy nf KRCB·TV·s
mU-1 carry complain! on July I. lQQ3, Therefore. Ihere is
every indication that Americahle ",as adel.juatel~ a"are of
KRCB·TV·s reque.;t.

5. Wilh regard (0 the issue of poor ,ignal qualit~ raised
hy :\mcricahle. ~oI5Ig}(~) of the Communications Act of
IQ3~. as amen~ltd. stales that "a ~able operalor shall not be
required to carry the iignal of any qualified local
noncommercial e~lu~ational tele\ision slation ..,.-hi.:h doe.;
not deli\er tll the cable sy'ilem's principal headend a signal
of good qUlllit~· or a ba~ehand \ideo ~ignal. as may be
defined b) the Commission." ~7 l·.S.C. 535IgI(4). Because
Ihe cable operalor is in the besl position to kno",' "'hether
a gi\"en ~CE stalion is providing a good quality signal to
the system's principal headend......·e belie\'e that lhe initial
burden of demonstrating Ihe lack of a &000 quality signal
appropriately falb on the cable operatOr. In meeting this
burden. the ~able operator must sho...... Ihal it has used good
engineering practices. as defined be10"". to measure Ihe
signal delivered to Ihe headend.

6. With respeCl to the Standard 10 be used to determine
"'hat constitutes a "good qualil~" signal. we note thai the
1992 Cable Act failed 10 set a standard for either VHF or
t.:HF noncommercial slat ions. Ho....·e\"er. the 199: Cable
ACt did adopt a standard for determining the a\'ailahilit) of
VHF and t.:HF commercial stations at a cable system's
heaJend. To eslablish Ihe a\ailabilil\ of a VHF commercial
slation's signal. the 1992 Cable Act 5e1 out a ~tandard of ·~9
dBm at a cable system's headend. A standard of ·45 dBm
was estahlished for UHF commercial station signals. Con·
'istent ",ith Congress' guidance ""ilh respect 10 VHF and
L1iF commercial ~lalion a\'ailabilit\. we see no reason not
to utilize the same standards as primJ !.Jcie tests to initial1~
determine. absent other e\·idence. 'Iohether a VHF or l'HF
noncommercial station places an adequale signal le\el O\'er
a cable sy,tem's principal headend.

i. In t his instance. Americable has failed to provide any
engineering data to corroborate ils claim of poor signal
qualil~ from ~RCB·TV al its prinCIpal headend. Cable
systems are required to folio .....· generally acceptable en·
gineering practices in making such a determination. To
determine .... hether a certain le\-el of signal i~ present. it is
necesSln to submit a ~eries of mea~uremen(;. Generall\. if
the leSt ~c)ults are les~ Ihan ·51 dBm for a l'HF ~talion: we
believe Ihat at least four readings must be taken over a
t.....o·hour period. Where the initial readings are bet"'een
·S 1 dBm and ·~S dBm. inclushe......e believe that the
readings should be taken O\'er a :~·hour period ...... ith mea·
surements not more than four hours apart to e~tablish

reliable test results.~

8. In addition to the information required by our rules
to be furnished to the affeCted station "'hen there i~ a
dispute o\er signal le\el measurements. cable operatOrs are
ellpected 10 emplo) sound engineering measurement prac·
tices. Therefore. signal strength surveys c;hould. al a mini·
mum. include the folJo .....·ing: i) specific make and model
numbers of the equipment used. as ...·ell as its age and most
recent dalelS) of ~alibration: 1) descriplionlSl of the ,hare
acteristics of Ihe equipment used. such as antenna ranges
and radiation panerns: 31 height of the antenna abo\e

CSR·38i8·~

CA1293

Released: Ma)' 19, 1994

Petition for Reconsideration

In re:

Complaint of Rural California
Broad~a~tingCorporation
against Americable Inter·
national

Adopted: ~la)' 10, 1994;

I R,,'Q/ CQlilo'"IQ B'otl(/(tlJli'l~ C,,'p,,'Qlio" Q"tlirul .4mtricQb/e
1",<'mQ/I""Q/. I'l FCC Red -/>110 1l~~).
; For VHF T\' sl'lIion,. if Ihe tesl results are leu than .~!­

dBm.•e belie\e ,h,1I :11 lusl rour rudinp musl !If t:lken o"er a

I"'·o·hour prTiod. Where the initial rndinp art btlwttn .!-!­
dBm :lnd .~I/ dBm. inelusi\e. ""e belit\t Ih:1t Iht re~c1infS

should be ::ll..er. O\tr a ~~·hour prriod. lI,ilh me:asUTtmenlS n,\
more th:ln ~ hours apart to establish reli:lble ItSI result,.

1
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ground Ic\cl and .... hcthcr th~ antcnna wa~ properly ori­
entcd: and ..I) .... ~alhcr l:onJitions and time of dav when the
tests ....·cre done. When -mca~ured against these criteria. we
cannot condudc that KRCB-TV doe~ not provide a good
quality signal at :\mericahle's ~are Island principal
hcadend.

Q. In light of the aho\e. therefore. pursuant 10 BO.3:! I
and 1.106 of the Commission's Rules. the petilion for
reconsideral ion. fi led 1'0vemher :!..I. 1QQ3. on behalf of
Amcricahle Inlernational. IS DE:"'IED and Americable IS
ORDERED 10 commer'\cc carriagc of Station KRCB-TV
within fOrl\·fi\e (~5) days of Ihe release date of this order
unless it submits the engineering data required herein
within fifleen (lSI days 10 suPPOrt its assertion of poor
signal qualily from KRCB·TV at Americable's principal
headend.

FEDERA.L CO:\1MUNICATlO:--:S COMMISSION

William H. Johnson. Dcputy Chief
Cable Senices Burcau

/

2
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

In rc:

Complaint o! Rural California
Broadcasting Corporation
apinst Americable International

Request for Carriage

CSR·3878·M
CA1293

Roy J. Stewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

.,

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: October 12, 1993; Released: October 15, 1993

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

1. On July 2. 1993. a petition on behalf of Rural Califor·
nia Broadcasting Corporation. licensee of Station KRCB·
TV (Educ.• Ch. 22). CoLati. California. was filed with the
Commission claiming that Americahle International
("Americable"). operator of a cable television system serv­
ing Mare Island. California. had declined to carry the
station. even though Cotati is within fifty miles of the
system's principal headend at Mare Island and this station

, is. therefore. a "local" signal within the meaning of Section
I i of the Cable Television Consumer Protection and Com'

.>ctition Act of 1992. Pub. L. No. 102·385. 106 Stat. 1460
(1992). KRCB·TV requests that the Commission not only
order Americable to carry its signal. but also order that the
system carry it on channel 22. the channel on which it
broadcasts over·the·air. No opposition to this petition has
been filed.'

2. KRCB·TV·s petition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Mare Island cable system. and it has reo
quested carriage on its over·the·air broadcast channeL as it
is permitted to do under IS of the 1992 Cable ACt. Since
no other pleadings have been filed in this malter. the
complaint filed July 2. 1993. by Rural California Broad­
casting Corporation IS GRANTED. in accordance with
Section 615(j)(3) (47 U.S.C. 535) of the Communications
Act of 1934. as amended. and Americable International IS
ORDERED to commence carriage of KRCB·TV on cable
channel 22 forty-six (46) days from the release date of this
O,dt'. This action is taken by the Chief. Mass Media
Bureau. pursuant to authority delepted by SeCtion 0.283 of
the Commission's Rules.

• On April 8. 19Q3. the United SllIes District Court of the
L>islrict of Columbia issued a decision in the litiplion invo1vinl
TIIT"t, BrotldCtlJu'l~ Systt"'. I", .. tl til.. ... Ftdtrtll CO",,",,,"CtI·

"OIU Co,","usio'l. Civil ACtion No. Q2·2247 CD. D.C. April II.

tQQ3). which upheld Ihe provisions of the Iqcj2 Cable Act that
had been challenlcd IS yioillini plaintiffs' conslilulional ri&hl5
and terminated the 120 da)' SUlIltUWI a,lit' preYiously issued in
this QJC.
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MEMORA!'1)L'M OPL'IIIOS A.'1) ORDER

B)' the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

Adopted: So\'ember 9, 1993; Released: SO\'ember 24, 1993

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

complaint \I.. ith the Commission. Further, Donrey SlateS
that b~' leller dated July 30. 1993. KRCB·TY contended
that the signal prOblems were the fault of Donrey, that the
UHF parabolic antenna Donrey used in its test was peaked
toward Television Broadcast Station KFiY (Ind .. Ch. 50).
Santa Rosa. California and not KRCB-TV. and that the
"low signal levels reported by Donrey are related to the use
of the directional parabolic antenna which cannot simulta·
neously receive both KFTY-TV and KRCB·TV at optimum
le\·els." Donrey maintains, however. that despite the fact
that its parabolic UHF antenna was direct"ed to""'ard KRCB·
TV prior to its removal from the l)'Stem and retained in
that orientation since, the intermillent signal loss still con­
tinues. Finally. Donrey concludes that the filing of KRCB­
TV's complaint was premature, particularly in the instant
situation where the parties involved are attempting to work
out a solution. In light of the above, Donrey requests that
the Commission deny KRCB-TV's complaint.

3. In response to Donrey's earlier fax and letter, KRCB­
TV disputes Donrey"s claim of substantial duplication. In
addition. KRCB·TV states that Donrey did in fact carry its
signal from approximately October 1990 until February
199~. but that it ...as dropped suddenly and without prior
notification even though the system has an act...·e 62 chan·
nel capacity. KRCB·TV feels that its signal was dropped for
marketing reasons and not. as claimed by Donrey. due to
lechnical or engineering problems due to a poor quality
signal. In its reply to the opposition. KRCB·TV argues that
Donre)"s pleading was not filed ~ithin the requisile 20 day
period required by Section 76.7 of the Rules and should
not be accepted. It goes on to state that it was its under·
standing. through previous contact Vo'ith Donrey's engi·
neers. that prior to April 30. 1993 the signal difficulties
had been vastly improved. It was only after that dale.
claims KRCB·TV. that Donrey again raised this issue. How­
e\er. the station reiterates its belief that the alleged low
signal Inels reported by Donre)" are due to a fault in the
sytem's directional parabolic antenna.

~. Initially. we note that on ~arch 11. 1993. the Com­
mission adopted a Report and Order in .W.W Dockel '\"0.
92·259, 8 FCC Rcd 2965. 3012 (1993). which included a
new Section 76.56 of the Commission's Rules concerning
cable systems" signal carriage Obligations. including a noIe
"""hich explained that for:"CE stations. "... a stalion ""ill
be deemed to 'substantially duplicale' the programming of
another station if it broadcasts the same programming.
simullaneous or nonsimultaneous, for more than 50
percent of prime time. as defined in Section 76.SCn). and
more than 50 percent outside of prime time O\'er a three
month period." Donrey's December ~, 1992 fax. therefore,
is insufficient to substantiate its alleption of substantial
duplication.

5. Moreover, 1615(g)(4) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, states that "a cable operator shall not be
required to carry the signal of any qualified local
noncommercial educational television station which does
not deliver to the cable S}'stem's principal headend a signal
of good quality or a baseband video signal. as may be
defined by the Commission." 47 U.S.C. 535(0)(4). Because
the cable operator 'is in the best position to know whether
a given NCE station is providing a lood quality signal to
the sy~tem's principal headend. we believe that the inilial
burden of demonstrating the lack of a good quality signal
appropriately falls on the cable operator. In meeting this

CSR·3879·M
CA0388

Request for Carriage

In re:

Complaint of Rural California
Broadcasting Corporation against
OR Panners db/a Donrey
Cable'"ision

1. On July :2. 1993. a pelition on behalf of Rural Califor·
nia Broadcasling Corporation. licensee of Station KRCB­
TV (Educ.. Ch. ~~). Cotati. California. ""as filed with the
Commission claiming that OR Partners dba Donrey
Cable'"bion ("Donrey"). operator of a cable television sys·
tem 5ening Vallejo. California. had declined to carry the
station. e\en though COlati is within fifly miles of the
system's principal headend localed near Vallejo at latitude
38'IOtdS". longitude 1~2oI0·~6". and is therefore a "local"
signal within the meaning of Section 5 of lhe Cable Tele\j­
sion Consumer PrOlection and Competition Act of 19Q~.

Pub. L. :"0. 10~-385. 100 Stat. l~oO 119Q~). KRCB·TV
reque~ts that the Commission not only order Donrey to
carry its signal. but also order the system to carry it on
Channel ~:2. the channel on which it broadcasts o\er·
the·air. An opposition to this petition ""as filed on August
5. 1993 on behalf of Donrey to which KRCB·TV responded
on August ~6. 1993. "

2. Initially. by fax dated December ~. 1992. addressed to
KRCB·TV. Donrey stated lhat it ""as already meeting its
NCE carriage obligations and that it also believed KRCB·
TV's programming substantially duplicates that of the fol·
lowing four l'OCE stations it already carries: KOED (Educ.•
Ch. 9). San Francisco. California: KCSM·TV (Educ.• Ch.
61)1. San Mateo, California: KTEH (Educ.. Ch. 5~). San
Jose, California: and KVIE (Educ .• Ch. 6). Sacramento.
California. Further, in an April 30. 1993 letter declining to
carry KRCB-TV. Donrey contends that KRCB·TV fails to
consistently deliver a ·45 dBm quality signal to the system's
headend. It states that it used a Tektronix Model :mo
Spectrum Analyzer with a UHF antenna peaked toward
KRCB-TV prior to the measurement. In its opposition.
Donrey indicates that it carried KRCB-TV from October
1990 to January 1992. but experienced so many instances
of signal loss without receiving a satisfactory explanation or
solution to the problem that it dropped the station. After
the passage of the 1992 Cable Act. Donrey states that
KRCB·TV demanded carriage. but made no response to the
issue of signal quality until after Donrey sent information
on the signal quality test made at the system's headend. It
maintains that KRCB·TV·s request for further information
on the mailer was followed immediately by the filing of its

1
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hunJen. the cable operator must sho".. that it has used good
engineering practices, as Qcfined below. to measure the
signal delivered to the headend.

6. With respect to the standard to be used to determine
what constitutes a "zood quality" signal. Vo'e note that the
1992 Cable Act failed to set a standard for either VHF or
UHF noncommercial stations. However, the 1992 Cable
Act did adopt a standard for determining the availability of
VHF and UHF commercial stations 8t a cable system's
hcadend. To establish the availability of a VHF commercial
station's signal, the 1992 Cable Act set out a standard of 049
dBm at a cable system's headend. A standard of -45 dBm
was established for UHF commercial station signals. Con­
sistent with Congress' guidance with respect to VHF and
UHF commercial station availability. we see no reason not
to utilize the same standards as prima fo'1cit tests to initially
determine, absent other evidence. whether VHF or UHF
non-commercial stations place adequate signal levels over a
cable system's principal headend.

7. In this instance. Donrey determined KRCB·TV·s signal
mength to be below the requisite level for a ljHF commer·
cial station. We find. ho....ever. that the cable system faileJ
to follow generally acceptable engineering practices in
making its determination. Generally. if the test results are
I~s than ·51 dBm for a ljHF station ......e believe that at
least four readings must be taken over a two hour period.
Where the initial readings are bet....·een ·51 dBm and ·~5

dBm. inclusive e belielie that the should be taken over a
:!~·hour period ·ith measurements not more than four
hours apart to establish reliable test results.'

8. In addition to the information required by our rules
to he furnished to the affected station ",hen there is a
dispute olier signal leliel measurements. cable operators are
expected to employ sound engineering measurement prac·
tices. Therefore. signal strength surveys should. at a mini­
mum. include the follo ..... ing: I) specific make and model
numbers of the equipment used. as "'el1 as its age and most
recent date(s) of calibration: 2) descriptionlS) of the char·
acteristics of the equipment used. such as antenna ranges
and radial ion pauerns: 31 heighl of the anlenna abo\'e
ground Ie\el and .....hether the antenna "'as properly ori­
ented: and 4) weather condilions and time of day when
testS ",ere done. When measured against these criteria. "'e
conl:lude that the test submiued bv Donrev is insufficient
10 demonstrate that KRCB·TV·s signal is' not of "good
'4uality" at the cable system's headend.

9. Finally. Donrey's contention that. as a system with
more than 36 channels, it has met its NCE carriale
obliCarions pursuant to Section 61S of the 199:! Cable Act
because it is already carrying four NCE stations. is in error.
$cction 76.56<a)(iii) of the Rules requires that all cable
s)'Stems with more than 36 channels must carry a minimum
of three NCE channels. but it does not preclude requiring
such a system to carry additional NCE channels. Indeed,
paragraph 11 of the Reporl and Order ill .\1.\1 Docket .\'0.
91.159, SlIP''', specifically states: "'slystems with a capacity
of morc than 36 usable activated channels are gentrall....
reqUIred to carry the signal of 0'11/ qualified local NCE
ltations requestinc carriace" (emphasis suppliedl. The only

I For VHF·TV stations. if Ihe lest results are less than .!o!o
dBm for a VHF station. we believe thaI at least four relidinp
IIIU5t be taken ov'er a t""O hour period, Where the initial read·
inp are between ·5!o dBm and ~Q dBm. inclusive. we believe

2

exception to this requirement is .... hen there is proven
substantial programming duplicalion between, local :--CE
stations.

10. KRCB·TV's petition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Vallejo cable system. and it has requested
carriage on its over-the·air broadcast channel, as it is
permiued to do under Section 5 of the 1992 Cable Act.
Accordingly, the petition filed July 2, 1993. by Rural Cali·
fornia Broadcasting Corporation IS GRANTED. pursuanl
to Section 615(j)(3) (47 U.s.C. 535) of the Communica­
tions Act of 1934, as amended, and Donrey Cable\ision IS
ORDERED to commence carriage of KRCB·TV on Chan·
nel 22 forty-six (46) days from the release date of this
Order unless Donrey submits the engineerinC data required
herein to support its assertion of poor signal quality from

'KRCB·TV at Donrey's principal headend. This action is
taken if by the Chief. Mass Media Bureau. pursuant to
authority delegated by Section 0.183 of the Commission's
Rules. .

FEDERAL CO~~t.:SICATIOSSCO~~ISSIO:-.i

Roy J. Stewart
Chief. ~ass Media Bureau

Ihat the readinp should be taken over a 2~ hour period. with
measurements no more thar. ~ hours apart 10 establish reliable
lest resu Its.
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In re:

Complaint of Rural California
Broadcasting Corporation
apinst Century Cable

Request for Carriage

CSR·388G-M
CA0011

Roy 1. Ste...·art
Chief. ~1as.s Media Bureau

ME~IORANDL'MOPINION ASD ORDER

Adopted: October 12. 1993; Released: October 25. 1993

B)' the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

1. On July 2. 1993. a petition on behalf of Rural Califor·
nia Broadcasting Corporation. licensee of Station KRCB·
TV (Educ .. Ch. 22). Cotati. California. was filed with the
Commission claiming Ihat Centul)' Cable ("Century"). op·
erator of a cable tele\ision system serving San Pablo. Cali·
fornia. had declined to carry the station. even though
Cotati is within fifty miles of the system's principal
headend located near San Pablo at latitude 37oS5'~1" Ion·
gitude 111"17'26". and the station is therefore a "local"
signal ...·ithin the meaning of Section S of the Cable Televi·
sion Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992.
Pub. l. No. 102·385. 106 Stat. 1460 (1992). KRCB·TV
requests that the Commission not only order Century to
carl)' its signal. but also order thaI Ihe system carry it on
chal1nel 11. the channel on which it broadcasts over·the·
air. 1'0 opposilion to Ihis petition has been filed.'

1. KRCB·TV·s pelition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the San Pablo cable system, and it has reo
quested carriage on its over·the·air broadcast channel. as it
is permitted to do under §5 of the 1991 Cable Act. Since
no other pleadings ha\'e been filed in this matter. the
complaint filed July 2. 1993. by Rural California Broad·
casting Corporation IS GRANTED, in accordance with
Section 6ISlj)(3) (47 U.S.C. 535) of the Communications
Act of 1934. IS amended. and Century Cable IS OR·
DERED to commence carriage of KRCB·TV on cable
channel ::!::! fort)··six (46) days from the release date of this
Order. This action is taken by the Chief, Mass Media
Bureau. pursuant to authority delepted by Section 0.283 of
the Commission's Rules.

I On April 8. 1~3. the United Statts District Coun of the
District of Columbia issued a decision in the Iitiption in\/ol\/inl
TlUfIlr BrolJde/UlIII' System, Ira,., et .,., ". Fedtral CommwU'lI'
liopu Com",i,ssiora. Ci\/il Action No. 92·2247 (D.D.C. April 8.

1

1993). which upheld the provisions of the 1992 Cable Act th3
had been challenled 15 \/iolltin.. plaintiffs' constitutional rich'
and terminated the 1,'!() day SUJrad.slill Ord" pre"iously i~ued i
this cue.

~-_..__._-----------------
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

IN AEPLY AEFER TO:

4620-PP

Nancy Dobbs, President
Rural California Broadcasting Corp.
5850 LaBath Avenue
Rohnert Park, California 94928

In re: R~~al Califc~nia 3roadcasting
Cor?oration

(iGCB-TV)
CS:::,-3S81-~i :A0107

Dear Ms. Dobbs:

On July 2, 1993, you filed a petit:on for declaracory ruling, on
behalf of Rural California Broadcasting Corporation, licensee of
Station KRCB-TV (Educ., Ch. 22), Cotate, California, claiming
that Chambers Communications had declined to carry KRCB-TV on its
system serving Novato, California. Subseque~tly, by letter dated
October 25, 1993, you requested dismissal of this petition as
Chambers has agreed to carry the station.

In view of the foregoing, pursuant to §0.283 of the Commission'S
Rules, the petition for declaratory ruling, filed July 2, 1993,
is dismissed.

Sincerely,

Ronald Parver
Chief, Technical Services Branch
Cable Services Division
Mass Media Bureau

cc: Sylvia Sycamore, Sr, Vice President



MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: December 12. 1994; Released: December 21, 1994

1. On March 29. 1994, a petition on behalf of Rural
California Broadcasting Corporation. licensee of Station
KRCB·TV (Educ .• Ch. 22). Cotati, California, was filed
with the Commission claiming that TCI Cablevision of
California ("TCI"). operator of a cable television system
serving Martinez. California, had declined to carry the
station, even though the Grade B contour of KRCB·TV
encompasses the system's principal headend located in
M.i.rtinez at north latitude 37°41'36" and west longitude
122°07'21", and the station is therefore a "local" signal
within the meaning of Section 5 of the Cable Television
Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992, Pub.
L. No. 102·385, 106 Stat. 1460 (1992). KRCB-TV requests
that the Commission not only order Tel to carry its signal,
but also order the s"stem to carry it on Channel 22. the
channel on which it -broadcasts over-the-air. An opposition
to this petition ~'as filed May 9. 1994. on behalf of TCI to
which KRCB·TV has responded.

2. In support of its petition, KRCB-TV indicates that it
was informed by TCI on Ma)' 3. 1993. that the system
believed KRCB-TV's signal strength to be inadequate and
that therefore the station was not required to be carried.
Although KRCB·TV states that it requested more detailed
information regarding the signal strength tests relied upon
by TCI. the system failed to respond.

3. In its opposition. TCI states that its principal headend
is located in Briones. California. and not Martinu as in­
dicated by KRCB-TV. Further. it states that its system
engineer conducted a signal qualit~ survey on. April 21.
1993. using a Wavetek Sam IIIO. cahbrated Aprtl 16, 1993.
It mainLains that this sUl'\ley determined that nCB-TV
provides a signal level of -61.0 dBm, well below the Com­
mission standard. In addition to its signal being weak. TCI
.vers thlt KRCB-TV's picture quality is also deficient due
to excessive noise and multipath interference. Because of
these deficiencies, therefore. TCI claims that KRCB·TV
does not qualify for carriage on its system:

4. In reply, KRCB-TV argues thlt TCI's opposition
should be dismissed as untimely because it was submitted a
full 45 days after the compllint was filed. In any event.
nCB·TV maintains that TCI has still failed to provide an
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i of the requisite information regarding its signal strength
test and has not followed generally·accepted engineering
practices in conducting its test.

S. Section 615(g)(4) of the Communications Act of 1934,
as amended. Slates that "a cable operator shall not be
required to carry the signal .o~ any .qualifi~d local
noncommercial educational televISion station whIch does
not deliver to the cable system's principal headend a signal
of good quality or a baseband video signal, as may be
defined by the Commission." 47 U.S:<? 535(0)(4). Because
the cable operator is in tht best posItion to know whether
a pven NCE station is providing a ~d quality signal t::l
the system's principal headend, we beheve that the initial
burden of demonstrating the lack of a good quality signal
appropriately falls on the cable operator..In meeting this
burden. the cable operator must show that It has used good
enpneering practices, as defined below. to measure the
signal delivered to the headend.

6. With respect to the standard to be used to determine
what constitutes a "good quality" signal, we note that the
1992 Cable Act failed to set a standard for either VHF or
UHF noncommercial stations. However, the 1992 Cable
Act did adopt a standard for determining the availability of
VHF and UHF commercial stations at a cable system's
headend. To establish the availability of a VHF commercial
station's signal, the 1992 Cable Act set out a standard of -49
dBm at a cable system's headend. A sLandard of -45 dBm
was established for UHF commercial station signals. Con­
sistent with Congress' guidance with respect to VHF and
UHF commercial station availability, we see no reason not
to utilize the same sLandards as prima facie tests to initially
determine, absent other evidence, whether VHF or UHF
non-commercial Slations place adequate signal levels over a
cable system's principal headend.

7. In this instance. TCI determined KRCB-TV's signal
strength to be below the requisite level for a VHF commer­
cial station. We find. however, that the cable system failed
to following generally acceptable enpneering practices in
making its determination. Generally. if the test results are
less than -55 dBm for a VHF station, we believe that at
least four readings must be Laken over a two hour period.
Where the initial readings are between ·55 dBm and -49
dBm. inclusive. we believe that the readings should be
taken over a 24 hour period, with measurements no more
than 4 hours apart to esLablish reliable test results.

8. In addition to the information required by our rules
to be furnished to the affected station when there is a
dispute over signal level measurements. cable operators are
expected to employ sound engineering measurement p~a~­

lices. Therefore. signal strength surveys should. at a mini­
mum. include the following: 1) specific make and model
numbers of the equipment used. as well as its age and most
recent date(s) of calibration; 2) desc:ription(s) of the char·
acteristics of the equipment used. such as antenna ranges
and radiation patterns; 3) heilht of the antenna abo~e

ground level and whether the antenna was properly on·
ented; and 4) weather conditions and time of day when
tests were done. When measured apinS! these criteria. we
conc:lude that the data submitted by TCI is insufficient te
demonstrate th~t KRCB-TV's signal is not of "SOOd quality'
.t the cable system's hcadend.

9. KRCB-TV's petition establishes that it is entitled t~

carr.iage on the Martinu. California, cable system. and I
has requested carriage on its over-the-air broadcast channel
as it is permitted to do under IS of the 1992 Cable Act
Accordincly, the petition filed March 29. 1994, by Rura
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DA 94-1460 Federal Communications Commission
-'-----------------------------------------. '

California Broadcasting Corporation IS GRANTED. pursu­
ant to 16150)(3) (47 U.s.<:. 535) of the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended, and TCI Cablevision of California
IS ORDERED to commence carriage of KRCB·TV on
cable channel 22 forty.five days from the release date of
this Ordu unless TCI submits within fifteen days the en­
gineering data required herein to support its assertion of
poor silnal quality from KRCB·TV at TCl's principal
headend. This action is taken by the Chief, Cable Services
Bureau, pursuant to authority delegated by 10.321 of the
Commission's Rules.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

William H. Johnson
Deputy Chief. Cable Services Bureau

2


